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encouragement and protection to the people who } 
might inhabit that territory, in order not obly || 


that they might increase and multiply, but in order | 


aiso that there might be roads and means of access 
between the valley of the Mississippi and this por- 
tion of the country. Now, sir, to me Oregon and | 
California are just as dear as any other portion of 
the Confederacy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mis- 
souri wil suspend his remarks until order is re- | 
stored in the committee. The Chair will remind 
gentlemen that there is too much noise and loud 
talking in the Hall. 

Mr. STANLY. The disorder is all on the other | 
side of the House. 

A Memser. Oh, no! It is on both sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The disorder is on both 
sides of the House. | 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the gentleman 
allow me five minutes? 

Mr. HALL. In two or three minutes more I 
shall close what I have to say, and yield the floor. 
] was about to say when I was interrupted, that 
in my opinion, it is just as much the duty of this 
Government to take care of the interests of Cali- 
fornia and Oregon, and to protect those countries 
by extending our settlements to their borders, | 
from Missouri and lowa, as it would be to extend 
our settlements from the Atlantic coast to the Mis- | 
sissippi valley, if there was a wilderness now 
separating them. ‘ 

As tothe Indian intercourse act and that policy, 
] regret that it ever was established. It appears 
to me that those who at that day represented the 
State which I now represent, did not go quite as 
far into futurity as they might have done, and as 
the interests of the people of my section of the 
country required. I regret that it is the case, but | 
having been established, I wish to do nothing that 


will interfere with any treaties that may have been | 


made whilst that policy prevailed. In my opin- 
ion, however, this bill is sufficiently guarded to 
protect the rights of the Indian tribes. If itis not 


so, then I beg gentlemen to devise amendments | 
calculated to protect the Indians, and I will vote 


for them; but do not raise objections to the bill and 
then make no effort to relieve it from the weight of 
those objections. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, (Mr. Ricnarpson yield- 
ing the floor.) Mr.Chairman, I think the House 
will believe that I tell the truth when I say that 


the only argument that has b in | ; ats 
nly argument that has been advanced here in || nearer market? As to foreigners and settlers from 


the old States, will not the four hundred millions | 


favor of this bill is that which was stated by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatt] a moment 
or two since, to wit: that the effect of erecting 


this country into a Territory will be its rapid set- || 


tlement. It may be true, as he asserts, that within 


two or three years thirty thousand white inhab- | 


itants will settle there. I at all events admit that, 
for the sake of the argument. And now I want 
to ask the gentleman if he thinks it politic, or if 


there is any necessity, for erecting this Territory | 


on that ground? 


Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman from New | 


York only take into consideration that we have 
California, Oregon, and Utah, which are separated 
from the rest of the Union? I ask him if it is not 
necessary to unite them to the Atlantic side of the 


Union by the settlement of the intervening ter- | 


ritory? 


. Mr. SUTHERLAND. All I have to say is 
in figures. I want to call the attention of the 
committee and of the gentleman to this fact: there 
are, in the States of Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, 
lowa, Wisconsin, Michigan, Arkansas, Missis- 
sippi, Alabama, Louisiana, and Florida—these 


eleven States—one hundred and thirty-seven mil- | 


lions of acres of unimproved land, which have 
been already disposed of by the Government. 
here are, in addition to that, two hundred mil- 


lions of acres of unimproved land which now be- | 


long to the Government, making a total of nearly 
four hundred millions of acres of unimproved land 
in these eleven land States alone. 

Mr. HALL. The gentleman is using the same 
sort of argument as was made use of by Fisher 
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Ames against the settlement of the Northwestern 
Territory. : 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It is for the committee 
to judge what sort of an argument lam making. 
I want the gentleman to answer my question, and 
say what necessity there is for erecting this coun- 
try intoa Territory at this time, particularly at the 
risk of violating the solemn treaty rights of the 
That question ought to be answered. 
I say that there is no necessity for it on the ground 
stated by the gentleman, to wit: that it will induce 
I admit, what 
the gentleman assumes, that in a few years thirty | 
thousand white people will settle there. But I ask 


| the gentleman, and I ask the committee, where | 


those thirty thousand people are to come from? 
Are they to be all immigrants from abroad? Are 
nota portion of them to go from Illinois, Missouri, 
'and the other western States? I submit that 
there can be no necessity for erecting this new 
Territory while you have in the eleven adjoining 
land States, four hundred millions of acres of land | 
| yet unsettled and unoccupied—two hundred mil- | 
| lions of acres of which or more are now in the 
market. 

Sir, in 1842, Mr. Calhoun said that he ques- 
tioned the policy of having the public domain 
surveyed and brought into market as rapidly as it 
had been. He said the effect of it had been to 
produce the very speculation, the very evils of 
| which the land States complained. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, and other gentlemen from 
the land States, if they have not complained of 
large tracts of unimproved land being held and | 
| owned in their States by speculators and non- | 
residents, and if the ground upon which the | 
homestead bill, and many others of the land meas 
| ures of this and the last session, were brought 
forward and urged, was not to prevent further 
speculations in the public lands? I admit that, 
| upon the organization of this Territory, settlers, 
| under the act extending preémption rights to 
| the unsurveyed lands of the United States, which 
| passed the Senate a day or two since, and under 
the homestead bill, (if they should become laws,) 


rights, will rush into it from Missouri and the 
other land States. But what have you, what has 


ulation from the land States into this new territory, 


leaving four hundred millions of acres of land | 


'in these land States unsettled and unimproved, 


| of acres of unimproved land in these eleven land 
States alone, furnish room enough for them for 
many, many years to come ?—and there is Texas 
with its many million of acres. I do not, there- 


ment over an immense tract of land, no part of 
which, I believe, has been yet even surveyed, and 
the Indian title to not one foot of which has, I be- 
lieve, been extinguished. Certainly there can be 


Territory, as to justify an open violation of the 
treaty rights of the Indian occupants, when it is 
admitted that there are not to exceed six hundred 


it is evident, must be there without any authority 
or right from the United States. 

But, to return to the principal, if not the only 
| ground, upon which the expediency and necessity 
| for the erection of this Territory is urged by the 
‘| gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Hat.}] You 
| erect your Territory; you buy out the Indian title 
to the land; the settler goes there and picks out the 
best land. Where the country is best watered, 
where the verdure is most green and the soil is 
richest, there goes the settler. The settlers are but 
the pioneers of the speculators; they select the 
choicest lands, and hold on to them only until the 
| speculators come along and buy them out. 
it is that the millions of acres in your land States 
are held by speculators. How is that to be pre- 
| vented ? 
| ing away hundreds of millions of acres of wild, 


if not under the existing laws and preémption | 


the United States gained by thus forcing the pop- | 


fore, see any necessity, or even expediency, for | 
this hasty organization of a territorial govern- 


no such urgent necessity for the erection of this | 


white inhabitants in the territory; and even they, | 


Thus | 


Not by bringing into market, or by giv- | 
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unimproved land, vastly in advance of the wants 
of settlers, and the demands for cultivation. Not 
by uselessly and unnecessarily expending millions 
on millions of dollars in extinguishing Indian titles 
and making surveys, long, long before demanded 
or called for by the increase of population. Sir, 
this proposal to erect a Territory with only six 
hundred white inhabitants, is but a part of that 

** progress’? which is so much talked of in these 

days. I see no necessity for it. 1 think that the 

Committee on Territories were bound to show the 

necessity of erecting, at this expense, a Territory 

containing only six hundred white inhabitante; 
and the more especially, as it cannot be done with- 
out a total disregard of most solemn treaty stipu- 
lations with its Indian occupants. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. have already yielded 
a good deal of my time, and I am very desirous to 
bring this debate to a close. I think I can answer 
the gentleman from New York in one or two 
words. I can understand this policy of gentlemen 
coming from the old States who are afraid that 
their people will go away and settle in the new 
Territory; and that is the argument of the gentle- 
man from New York—and his whole argument. 
That is the only point he makes. It is one that 

has been urged year after year in Congress, when- 
ever any proposition has come up for the benefit 
of the West. The gentleman is very much alarmed 
indeed, and says it is a crying wrong that the man 
who goes to a new country in the West will select 
the very best location. He would certainly be a 
very great fool if he did not, or if he took the 
worst. The gentleman says that we have land 
enough to sell in Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, and 

| the other western States, and he waftts to know it 
we are ready to enter into competition with this 
new country for our population? Certainly we 
are—we are desirous of doing it. If our people 
do not desire to remain with us, but want to go 
further west, we are willing to give them an op- 
portunity of doing so. But 1 turn from that point 
to another. 

Mr. Chairman, the argument that is urged most 
strongly by gentlemen in opposition to this bill is 
the want of population. It is the one that is urged 
with most force. Gentlemen have stated that the 
|| population of this Territory amounts to only six 
or eight hundred persons. Probably it does not 
amount to more thanthat. Thesettlement of that 
Territory has been prevented for six or seven years 
by the Indian intercourse act and the policy pur- 
sued by this Government. But there are to-day, 
upon the borders of the Missouri, five, ten, or 
|| fifteen thousand people waiting for you to give 
|| them permission to settle in the Territory, and to 
|| relieve the Government from the expense of the 
|| military force that you keepthere. Five thousand 
settlers would do more to protect the lines of travel 
to Oregon, California, and New Mexico, and all 
it the interests that you have in the proposed Tezni- 
| tory, than all the troops in your regular Army. 

I beseech gentlemen, then, in their investigation 
of this matter, if they mean to bind these States 
together—if they do not mean to make impass- 
able the vast wilderness which lies between us and 

|| the Pacific coast—to reflect that the only means 
by which you can unite them, the only means by 
which you can send emigrants into that Territory, 
|| is by establishing a government there. And that 
|| is the only means by which you can protect the 
| Indians themselves. 

| Mr. Chairman, the expense of establishing a 

| territorial government over that portion of coun- 

| try will be more than reimbursed ten times over, 
| when you come to withdraw from the Army the 
| great source of public expenditures—the support 
|| of the Quartermaster’s Department. The neces- 
|| sity of keeping three military posts in that region 
|| of country, te be supplied from the settlements 

with provisions and the necessary stores, involves 
an enormous expense. Sir, the best army you 
can send there to protect these emigrants you 
will find in the men upon our frontier—the men 
| who go west—the men who cannot see any other 

{ 


smoke than that from their own fires—the pio- 
|| neers, those men who are always upon the fron- 
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tier, and who always will be there. They will | 


protect your settlements from the Indians, and 
they will protect your emigrant routes better than 
your army can do it. That is the great object in 


ee os of this bill. 


r. Chairman, when the gentleman from Texas | 


[Mr. Howanrp] the other day called the attention 
of the House to the treaty existing with the 
Shawnee Indians, he pledged himself to do what 
he failed todo. He said he would satisfy me be- 
fore he was through that the statement of facts | 
had made was incorrect. 

Mr. HOWARD. Oh, no;I did not say that. 
I said I would show the gentleman’s argument to 
be incorrect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, sir, I am ready 
to meet the gentleman in his argument or in his 
statement of facts, and tosupport my own. The 
gentleman says that the Ohio band of Shawnee 


Indians held their title by the provisions of the | 


treaty of 1825, and not under the treaty of 1531. 

Mr. HOWARD. I will state to the gentleman 
what was my understanding. The treaty of 1825 
wrovides that these Ohio Shawnees shall have that 
and in conjunction with the Missouri Shawnees. 
jut the treaty of 1831 provides that the Ohio 
Shawnees shall have one hundred thousand acres 
of the land ceded in the treaty of 1825. 

A Memner. What authority is there that the 
treaty of 1825 included both bands of the Shaw- 
nees?: 

Mr. HOWARD. The patents granting these 
lands settles that matter. They were issued to 
both parties. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I stated the other day 
that the Shawnee Indians of Ohio were the only 
Indians who could claim protection under this 


treaty of 1831, or to be exempted from being in- | 


cluded in a territorial government; that the Mis- 


souri Shawnees were not inc'uded inthe provision | 


of that treaty, and | am ready to proveit. The 


Indians themselves, in their petition to Congress | 


during the last session, from their chiefs and head- 
men, say that that nation think they should have 


the money received by the Government for their | 


lands for which they ask, because the Government 
cannot issue a patent for one hundred thousand 
acres of land i the treaty of 1831, which they 
have already ceded to another people. 9 
on the day before yesterday, that by the patent 
these Indians were made tenants in common with 
the other band which went from Missouri. But 


I alleged | 


T ask the gentieman what right this Government | 


has in the execution of its treaty, which has un- 
dertaken to do a specific thing, to confer upon 
them something else than what is provided for in 
the treaty ? 
he undertakes to-day to say that the Government, 


I ask the gentleman from Texas, if | 


by issuing that patent for one hundred thousand | 


acres of land, making them tenants in common 
with another nation, executed that treaty ? 


Mr. HOWARD. 


I will inform the gentleman | 


that these two treaties are entirely consistent with | 


each other. 
in common; the second requires the Ohio Shawnees 
to move on this tract of land, and guarantees 
them one hundred thousand acres of land. But 
when they get within the limits of that tract of 
country, they find that by the treaty of 1825 they 


The first treaty makes them tenants | 


get three hundred and twenty thousand instead of | 


one hundred thousand acres of land, which was 
conferred by the treaty of 1831, and they pre- 
ferred taking their grant under the treaty of 1825, 
as they had an undoubted right to do. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Butthey say they have 
ot nothing. 
Mr. HOWARD. Where do they say that? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I will refer the gentle- 
man to their petition sent here at the last session. 
Mr. HOWARD. Well, sir, 1 might as well 
state the whole fact. 
where claims are very easily made, and alleged 
that the one hundred thousand acres of land which 
the Government ceded by the second treaty, was 
land for which they had already, in conjunction 
with the Missouri ms paid for once; that the 
Government had again ceded it to them by the 
second treaty for a consideration, and thus they 
had been made to pay for it twice over, and asked 
that the Government should refund them the 
money. The Missouri Shawnees alleged that 
they had paid for theland in the first instance, and 
therefore asked that the Government should re- 
fund the money to them. And thus, by cross- 


Afterwards they came here, | 
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petitioning, if | may so express it, they succeeded 
in getting the money refunded to the whole tribe 
in common, though, in my opinion, they were not 
entitled to it. 
they have the land, and that is precisely what they 
stipulated for. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I have succeeded, at 


last, in inducing the gentleman to make a satisfac- | 


tory answer to the charge made that the Govern- 
ment has notacted fairly, honorably, and honestly, 
with these Indians. 

Mr. HOWARD. I have not made that charge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman makes 
it by his argument, at least, if he did not say it in 
so many words, and [| count this as a reply to that 
portion of his argument, so far as it goes. But 


the other great objection the gentleman urges to | 


the passage of this bill is the expense which it will 
involve. 

Mr. SWEETSER. With the permission of 
the gentleman. If there is anything in the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. How- 
ARD,| this morning, it is that by establishing this 
territorial government, we interfere with treaties 
made by the Government of the United States with 
the tribes of Indians now in that region. 

Now, sir, | do not care to go into the matter in 
detail, but I contend that it was never intended by 
these treaties that this Government should part 
with the right of eminent domain. The Govern- 
ment never ceded to them the right of eminent do- 
main and the right to extend territorial laws over 
them. 


It seems to me, that before the argument of the | 


gentleman from Texas can be of any avail, it must 
be shown that the Government of the United 
States conferred upon them a higher right than it 
confers upon its own citizens. Sir, they have the 


right to occupy this land, and they can hold it in || 


fee, or they can hold»it by any title the Govern- 
ment of the United States chooses to give them; 
but when the question of jurisdiction, which the 


United States never intended to transfer, comes | 
up, it is for us to determine whether the Govern- | 


ment of the United States have ever relinquished 


| the right of eminent domain over the territory. | 


That seems to me to be the question, and the only 
question in point, so far as the right of Congress 
to extend a territorial government over the limits 
of the tract of country occupied by these Indians. 
In relation to this, the case of the Wyandot In- 


| dians, who were settled in Ohio, is a éase in point. 


Those Indians occupied a tract of country there 
for a long series of years, and yet, when that 
State was organized into counties, there was no 


conflict of jurisdiction, although they continued to | 


remain within the State and to hold the land within 
their boundaries for a long time. 

Mr. HOWARD. I desire to say one word in 
order to set the gentleman right in regard to this 
matter. Theact of 1830, which exchanges these 
lands, and gives these Indians lands west of the 


Mississippi, as well as the treaties assigning lands, 
to these Indians, passed to each tribe the right of | 
They passed the title in fee in | 


eminent domain. 
several cases, with the limitation placed upon them 
that whenever the tribe should cease to exist, or 


should cease to occupy the land, it should revert | 


again to the Government. Butthereisan express 


declaration in the act of 1830, as well as in these | 


treaties, that these tribes shall not, without their 
consent, be incorporated within the limits of a 
Territory. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If I understand the re- 
marks of the geitieman from Texas, he says that 


by the law of 1830, and by the treaties made under | 
it subsequent to that time, all the tribes of Indians | 


settled upon our frontier are independent nations, 
over which the Government of the United States 
, can have no jurisdiction. 


Mr. HOWARD. They have one control over | 


them. They have that control which the General 

| Government have always exercised over our In- 
| dian relations; but under the act of 1830, and under 
the treaties made since the passage of that act, 
they have parted with all right to the land except 
the right of reversion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman’s argu- 
ment cannot stop ata half-way point. Itis either 
true that the Government has the right of juris- 
| diction, or it is true that some other Power has 
that right. The power must lodge somewhere. 

Mr. HOWARD. Certainly it does. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is of 


| 
} 
j 





The money was not due, because || 
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| the opinion that it is with the Indians. Thay ; 
| hisargument. That is the tenor of his whole 7 

gument in opposition to this bill. Now x 
this House of Representatives if they are Pp 
_ to recognize such a monstrous doctrine, now urge, 

for the first time in the history of this Gover. 
|| ment, or upon this continent? I repeat, there ;, 
no half-way point in this matter of jurisdiction, } 
either lodges with the Government of the Unite 
| States or with the Indians. 4 

Mr. HOWARD. The Supreme Court has ¢. 
cided that there is a half-way point, and it is tha 
distinction which I desire to make. It is true tha: 
we eXercise a certain jurisdiction over them, by: 
when we have passed a. tract of territory to them, 
we allow them to maintain their tribal existenc 
within that territory, and to exercise jurisdictj 
over it so long as they continue to occupy it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentlemay 
then, in what consists the difference between th, 
jurisdiction conferred upon the tribes of Indians 
+ west of the Mississippi, and those referred to hy 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sweerser} in tha: 
| State? Is there any? 

Mr. HOWARD. Thesovereignty of the State 
of Ohio was vested in her, by her admission jntp 
| the Union; but the right of the Indians to any por. 
tion of the State of Ohio, under the laws of the 
| United States and the laws of Ohio, was only 
that of occupancy; and when you take that tribe 
and transfer it beyond the Mississippi, and guar. 
antee to it a certain extent of territory, with » 
| stipulation that it shall never be brought within 
the limits of any State or Territory, then you 
change the whole character of its title, and the 
whole relation of the tribe to the United States, 
The United States has then no control over the 
| soil, and no control over them, except that which 
it exercises over all the Indian tribes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no doubt the 
gentleman has made an argument very satisfactory 
to himself, but I acknowledge that I do not com- 
prehend it. 

Mr. HOWARD. If the gentleman will read 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the case of the State of Georgia, he wil! 
not fail to comprehend it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman’s op- 
position to this bill did not go further than the 
objection which he has urged against it would 
seem to imply, instead of presenting the argument 
which he has, he would have sought so to amen( 
the bill as to secure all the objects intended to be 
secured by the bill, and would endeavor to promote 
its passage. I am very much inclined to the opin- 
ion that we can place it in no shape nor form in 
which it would secure the vote of the gentleman 
|| from Texas. 

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman is mistaken. 
I am willing that he should have the last section 
of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Surnertanp] assumes that the 
very first section of the bill—one which the Com- 
mittee on Territories believed, and now think, se- 
cures to the Indians all the rights which the Gov- 
ernment has guarentied to them—is one which 
violates the treaties with them. The conclusion 
which the committee, and the one which the gen- 
tleman from New York comes to, are very con- 
tradictory; and I may as well call the attention of 
\| the committee to the fact, that if this bill is so 
framed as to make the eastern boundary of this 
Territory only come up to the Indians’ lands, or 
reservations, or whatever you choose to call them, 
as you acquire the title of each tribe of Indians to 
a particular line, lying between the States and the 
Territories you organize, you would have to pass 
an act of Congress to bring that land within the 
|| Territory. This isa pure quarrel about words. 
Now,I ask them, what is the difference be- 
|| tween excluding them, as it is done‘in this bill, 
|| and excluding them by metes and bounds? | will 
state to the gentlemana very important one. There 
are some of these tribes of Indians with whom we 
have no stipulation that we will not extend a ter- 
ritorial government over them. With other tribes, 
|| with whom we have made treaties since 1830, we 
| have such stipulations. Whether they are ex- 
| cluded or included within the limits of a Territory 
| under this bill, is a judicial, and not a legislative 
|| question, The provisions are made under our 
laws, by which all their rights can and will be se 
eured. If the gentleman from Texas is right, the 
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pill violates a simple treaty, and the courts will | of that Territory, occupied by the Shawnees, and || the country which the strong hand of rapacity has 
old it to be null. The gentleman is too good a || then say that the lands so ve by the Shaw- | seized. 1 never f@an, under any circumstances, 
lav yer toentertain very much confidence in secur- || nees are excepted out of that Territory. [tis a | to sustain a proposition of the sort, When the 
ing any such decision. oR Territory bounded so and 80, and can you, by | Camanche mounts his steed, after having placed 

“The gentleman says he is in favor of the last words, prevent the lands: of the Shawnees from || his ear to the earth and heard the hostile tread of 
section of the bill, and in favor of that only. We | being included within that boundary? Can you by || enemies, and placed his lance before him, prepared 
then understand the gentleman from Texas. He || any verbiage, by any amendment, take the lands of || to meet the attack, fights in defense of his altar, 
opposed to all bills which create territorial gov- | the Shawnees, and place them south of that degree | his wife, and his children, and all that is dear to 





18 ; a . i : . . 5 fr . . 
ernments. He is willing to treat with these In- || of latitude, or west of the Rocky Mountains? The | him, | honor him for it. After we have placed 
dians, to go through that slow process, and’in the || land is included in the boundary, and are within + them under the protection of the treaty pledged 


mean time all the great objects of the establish- the Territory. Words cannot take the landsout. | by the good faith of the United States, and when 
ment of a territorial government will be lost, and Words cannot take the Shawnees out. No ex- |, there are only a few hundred white men there, it 
emigration to the Pacific will be driven to another || ception or proviso will remove them. Their lands |, is gross iniquity for us to erect over them a terri- 
portion of the Union, from the route which it now || are and must remain within the Territory, and || torial government, which none can doubt will lead 
follows. He wants time, but the great interests || they themselves are, and ought to be, within it | to their total extermination. 

of our western people demand the passage of this || until the Government, in a legal and proper man- The system of removal of the Indian tribes rec- 
pill, and demand it now, and its passage will be a | ner, and without breaking treaty obligations, by || ommended by General Jackson, and carried out 
saving to the Government of many hundred thou- | treaty or otherwise, purchase out their title and || at great expense, was predicated upon the high 
sands of dollars; for, as I said before, the protec- || effect their removal; and whether the land isowned | duty which devolved upon this Government to 
tion which you now give to this line of travel, || by the Shawnees or by the Government, it is protect and preserve the remnant of the aborigines, 


along which your troops are stationed, and where | equally within the Territory. now melting away before the aggression of the 
two thirds of the expenses of your Army accrue, W hether the Shawnees, by this proviso, would | white man like the snow before the sun. The 
will be done hereafter by the pioneer—by the men || not be excepted from the political jurisdiction of | policy was founded in benevolence, and completed 
who carry civilization with them—by men who || the Territory, is another question. If the treaties, || by the willand purpose of the distinguished author 
fell the forest and the foe. which have been referred to here, had provided | of the system—one who in peace and in war 
The gentleman from North Carolina says he || that these Indians should not be included within | well understood the Indian ehegin and, fol- 
has prepared an amendment to the bill, the object || the political jurisdiction of any Territory, that | lowing the kind impulses of a generous heart as 
of which is to provide that no territory which by | would have presented a different question, and | well as the convictions of a sound judgment, ad- 
treaty with any Indian tribe, is not to be brought || might have raised a doubt. But as the language || vised a course which will effectually protect the 
under any State or territorial jurisdiction, shall be || of these treaties, and of the law of 1830, is, that | remnant of Indians who now linger on our con- 
included. I yield to allow the gentleman to intro- | they shall not be included within a Territory, and | tinents, This billis the first step to the overthrow 
duce it. | as you cannot erect a Territory with these bounda- || of that policy. ‘The white men who emigrate to 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 1n the proviso of the first || ries without including them, you cannot, by any | these Indian reservations, are subject to Indian 
section which is as follows: '| mere words or proviso in this bill, take them out, | rule, or they are trespassers from the beginning. 
Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be con- || Siry the language of the proviso, with or without | They have no claims upon us, or nore which 
strued to impair the rights of person or property now per- || the proposed amendment, is a simple absurdity. | should override our treaty obligations with those 
taining to the Indians in said Territory, so long as such || ‘The proviso as it now stands is repugnant in words || whose very helplessness entitle them to protection, 
rights shall remain Geextaganined by Weeks Bevwesn, he |) 5, that part of the section preceding it, and would | justice, and good faitl 
United States and such Indians, or to include any territory I . ; a prec Se , ju » aNd food tal ae 
which, by treaty with any Indian tribe, is not, without the || be equally repugnant if amended as proposed by [Here the hammer fell.] 
consent of said tribe, to be included within the territorial || the gentleman from North Carolina. Itisacon- || Mr. RICHARDSON. I am opposed to the 
limits or jurisdiction of any State or Territory, until said || tradiction of words, and must strike every one so. || amendment. We are not proposing to declare 
tribe shall signify their assent tothe Presidentof the United || 7 : . y . ; . ’ 
States to be included within the said Territory of Nebraska, | _ Lhe question then recurring on the adoption of || war against the Indians. 1 would oppose it and 
or to affect the authority of the Government of the United || the amendment, it was put, and the amendment || vote against it at all times. 
States to make any regulation respecting such Indians, || agreed to. The question was then taken, and the amend- 
their lands, property, or other rights, by treaty, law, oroth- || “Mr VENABLE. I offer the following amend- | ment was not agreed to. 
erwise, Which it would have been competent for the Gov- || S TOO’ ¢ 1 . 
emment to make if this act had never passed: and pro- || Ment: Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee. I move to strike 
vided further, That nothing in this act contained shall be | Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not gointo || out all after the enacting clause, and in lieu thereof 
¢ mstrued to inhibit the Government of the United States | effect before the Ist day of January, 1560. to insert the following: 
a wane = an Gasen'cc Osuasaes cual Gites | [have submitted this amendment to afford me || | ‘That the Presidentof the United States be, and he hereby 
convenient and -proper, or from attaching any portion of |) an opportunity to express my opposition to all of Ganeconmatnd te lente wan UF Waaaie wad eters 
es to any other State or Territory of the United | the provisions of this bill. ‘The good faith of the || the purpose of securing the assent of said tribes to the set- 
: aris || Government stands pledged for the protection of || tlement of the citizens of the United States upon the lands 
Insert after the words, ‘‘State or Territory,” | the Indian tribes who have emigrated tothe coun- || claimed by said Indians, and for the purpose of extinguish- 
the words ‘‘and the said territory shall be ex- || try over which itis now proposed to erect the ter- ee acai ieee a peter dena me Sep 
cepted out of the boundaries, and constitute no || ritorial government of Nebraska. 1 know the |) provisions of this act, the sum of #50,000 is hereby appro- 
part of the Territory of Nebraska.”’ | feeling has, to some extent, pervaded the country || priated out of any moneys in the ‘Treasury not otherwise 
The object of the amendment is to except, out || that the Indians are a doomed race and must per- || @Ppropriated. 
of the Territory of Nebraska, the territory guar- || ish, and that, perhaps, the sooner the better. I Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 
antied to the Indians, until they signify their as- '| have not cherished that feeling, and I never will || 1 make the point that the amendment is not in 
sent to be included. We shall thus avoid viola- || be one of those who, by any legislation to which I || order at this place. 
ting our treaties. If this amendment is adopted, I || may be a party, shall stain my name by a vote Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman state his rea- 
shall vote for the bill, though I do not see any || which shall doom to destruction a large portion of | sons why it is not in order? 
great necessity for its passage. the human race. Thebad faith we have kept with Mr. STUART. I make the point that the gen- 
Mr. RICHARDSON. lam in favor of the |"the aboriginal inhabitants of the land we occupy || tleman’s amendment is not in order to this bill to 
amendment if it will add strength to the bill. || will godown to future generations to the infamy of || organize the territorial government of Nebraska. 
My own opinion and conviction is, that the lan- || our Government. A raceso proud, so brave, and Mr. JONES. It is certainly in order, because 
guage used in the bill is quite as strong, quite as | so stubborn that they would never be conquered, | itis one of the sections of the bill. 
pointed, and quite as specific, as that of the amend- || who have fought us behind every pile of stones The CHAIRMAN. The question of order is 
ment of my friend from North Carolina; but I do || and every tree, to protect the graves of their ances- | not debatable. 
not think it will do any mischief to the bill, and I || tors and the homes of their birth, and who have, Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to propose an arnend- 
am perfectly willing that it should be included in it. || by the mockery of treaties extorted by force, been | ment to the original bill. 


_ Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope there will no ob- || driven beyond the river Mississippi, are now, in The CHAIRMAN. The question of order 
jection to the amendment. '| the spirit of rapacity, to be placed under the opera- || must be first decided. ‘The Chair, however, would 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the || tion of our laws. Pressed on the west by Oregon, | be happy to hear any suggestion with reference 
adoption of the amendment just offered. || and on the east by the States, until, coiling round |, to the point of order. The gentleman from Ten- 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. 1 object to the amend- || them like a serpent, they are enveloped in its scaly | nessee moves to amend the bill by striking out all 
ment, and I wish to state the grounds of my objec- || folds and crushed in its horrid embrace. When | after the enacting clause, and inserting the sub- 
tion. Theamendmentdoesnotremovethe objection || that thing is done—when such a law is passed, | stitute which has been read; which substitute the 
which I have to that part of the bill. My position || I do not mean to be accessory to such an act of || Chair perceives to be substantially in effect and 
is this: Here is a bill which organizes a erritory || oppression. They are our fellow-men, but we || in terms the last section of the bill. The title is 
by metes and bounds. It is to be bounded by the || have driven them from their land by the hand of | ‘* A bill to organize the Territory of Nebraska,” 
Rocky Mountains on the west, by the States of | force and rapine. We have made treaties with | but the title of a bill does not always state all of 
Missouri and Iowa on the east, by the forty-third || them at the point of the bayonet, and we have | its contents, and in this case sections are contained 
degree of north latitude on the north, and by the || removed them beyond the river Mississippi. We in the bill, in addition to those for the organiza- 
Territory of New Mexico and the parallel of 36° || have pledged the faith of the Government to pro- || tion of the Territory, to make provisions con- 
JU" on the south. Now, the lands occupied by the || tect them from interruption and disturbance in the |, cerning the title of the Indian tribes to the land of 
Indians, which the gentleman from North Carolina || territory given them in exchange for their homes; | the Tesritory. The effect of the amendment of 
intends by his amendment to except, and which || and we are Mow asked to throw around them the gentleman from Tennessee is, to reject all the 
the proviso in the first section of the bill, as it now || what is called civilization, to bring them in con- | provisions of the bill except the one which he pro- 
stands, was probably intended to except, are within || tact with the white man, with all his vices. En- poses to retain. In the opinion of the Chair, the 
those bounds. Itis simply absurd—it is an absurd- || croachments upon their rights will cause them to | amendment is in order. 
ity in words to say that you can organize a Ter- || resent what they have resented before. A na- Mr. JONBS. I have not offered this amend- 
ritory by metes and bounds, which includes, for |! tional war will ensue, and after their homes have | ment to enable me to make a five minutes’ speech, 
instance, fifty thousand acres of land in the center |! been bathed in blood, we will take possession of || but I have submitted it in good faith. If adopted, 
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I shall give my vote in favor @Pthepassage ofthe || and shall raise objection to every proposition of continent shall be reached? And now 


bill; but I cannot vote for the bill to organize the 
Territory of Nebraska as it now stands. We 
have not, as I understand, one foot of land in that 
proposed Territory to which the Indian ute has 
been extinguished. I am for starting fair and 
according to justice. Itis contended that if the 
restrictions of the existing laws are removed, our 
people will crowd there; but I think that it will be 
time enough for us to organize a territorial gov- 
ernment for that country when we have, with the 


consent of the Indians and by the payment of a || 


fair price, extinguished their title to the lands, and 
they have been settled on by our citizens. If, 
however, this amendment be adopted, authorizing 
the President of the United States to negotiate for 
the extinguishment of the Indian title, I will vote 
for the bill. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. Chairman, I am very re- 
luctant to enter into the discussion of this propo- 
sition, The day has been spent in talking ona 
subject which has seemed to me to be very plain. 
A new proposition is now started, that inasmuch 


as the Indian title is not extinguished, we should | 


not provide a territorial government. 

Mr. LANE. You extended your laws over the 
Territory of Oregon, and to this day the Indian 
title has not been extinguished to one foot of that 
Territory, which is occupied by between fifty and 
sixty tribes, consisting of more than one hundred 
thousand Indians. You have no treaties with 
them. 

Mr. STUART. That never has constituted a 
reason why territorial government should not be 
extended over the Indian country. There is noth- 
ing that would argue it should become one. On 
the contrary, a single glance at this subject will 
show that the fifty or sixty thousand emigrants 
on their way to California and Oregon, demand at 
the hands of the Government protection. In the 
manner proposed protection will be afforded them 


by a trifling expenditure out of the Treasury. By || 


establishing a territorial government, you give 
those who may hereafter settle there the pro- 
tection of the laws, and by the construction of 
a road through the country, you furnish the very 
best protection to the overland emigration. If you 
do not do that, you must establish military posts 
there which will cost the Government thousands of 
dollars, and afford even then an inadequate de- 
fense to the emigrants. Do something while you 


can. Begin now instead of eighteen months hence | 


to do what ought to have been done two years 


ago. Protect your own citizens, and their wives | 


and children, from the scalping-knife and the tom- 


ahawk of the savage, before you extend your | 


sickly sympathy to their murderers. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I propose to add as a new 
section the following before the vote is taken on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Jones.] 

And he it further enacted, That so soon as the Governor 
of the Territory of Nebraska shall enter upon the discharge 


of his duties as such, the Indian superintendency at St. 
Louis,in the State of Missouri, shall be abolished, and its 


luties shall be transferred to and performed by the said || *. . . ae 
Gove ele sie te oe ; } rights under certain treaties—the point is, wheth- | 


er the Government has the right to include their | 


Governor of Nebraska. 


The question was taken on the amendment, and | 
it was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes | 


92, noes not counted. - 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wish to offer an 


amendment striking out the proviso in the first sec- | 


tion, and inserting the following: 

Provided, That no part of this act, except the eighteerth 
section, shall go into effect without the consent of the Jndian 
tribes now occupying said Territory under treaty or treaties 
with the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order, and it is this: that we have passed from the 
consideration of that section, and made an addi- 
tional section to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York out of order, the com- 
mittee having passed from that section. 

Mr. CLARK. Is itin order to move an amend- 
ment to the first section? 
The CHAIRMAN. 

jected to. 

Mr. CLARK. It is to insert in the sixth line, 
after the words ‘‘ forty-three,’’ the words ‘* and a 
half.’’? My reason for this is, that the northern 
boundery line of Iowa is upon that latitude. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I object to going back, 


It is not in order if ob- 


'| received, if there was unanimous consent of the 
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the kind. 
Mr. CLARK. I apprehend it is too late now. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman should 
| have made his objection before the gentleman sub- 
mitted his amendment. 3 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand the | 
Chair that he deems it necessary that I should | 


| make an objection again, when I had made one in || 


a similar case, and said that I should object to | 
every proposition of the kind ? 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChair stated that the | 
| amendment of the gentleman from lowa would be 
| House, called for objections, heard none, and then | 
stated that the gentleman from Iowa could proceed: | 
Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘I have no doubt that 


the Chair is correct, but I do not desire to open || 


the bill to amendments, so as to defeat its pas- 
sage. 
Mr. CLARK. 

nient that the boundary designated by me should | 
be the northern boundary of this Territory. The 

northern boundary of lowa has been surveyed at 

great trouble and expense. It cost several thou- 

sands of dollars even to fix the starting point, and 

although I am not much of @ practical surveyor, | 


| 
| 
tt 
} 


|} am inclined to the opinion that it will be much | 


|| easier to prolong this line than to fix a new point, 
| and from that prolong the line. At all events, it 
|| will be most convenient, and I think it will be 
|| wisest in view of the suggestion which I make. It 


|| will be only necessary to take up the line already | 
|| run, and continue it on westward; whereas #f you | 


|| have to establish a new starting point and run a 
|| new line, I think it will be attended with no little 
|| trouble and expense. 


|| Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire of the mem- 


| sidering his amendment for fixing the boundary 
into the Union as a State? 
| Mr. CLARK. It may be so, but I apprehend 


|| that these boundaries usually proceed from the | 
I know that it is not actually | 
|| necessary at this time; but I think it may as well | 


|| territorial limits. 


| be fixed now as at any other time. 


(| The question was then taken upon Mr. Crarx’s | 


|| amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

|| Mr. SUTHERLAND. 1 move to amend the 
| bill by adding at the end of the eighteenth section 
| this proviso: 


| 

| Provided, That no part of this act. except the eighteenth 
|| section, shall go into effect without the consent of the In- 
dian tribes now occupying said territory under treaty or 
treaties with the United States. 


| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind 


|| the gentleman that the eighteenth section has been | 


|| passed from, and a new section added to it. 
|| Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then insert it at the 
| end of the bill as a new section. 

The question raised here in regard to the rights 
of the Sigal has not been answered by tlre 
1 gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Srvarr.] The 
point here is, whether these Indians have certain 


| lands in this Territory without their consent, in 
| consequence of certain treaties which we have 
made with them. If we have not this right, then 
| this act would be a gross violation of our treaties. 


| one word of sympathy for the poor red man. I 
| had intended, however, to have said this: that I 


man, under the plea of the laws of nations, of the 
'| right of discovery, of civilization, and Christianity, 
|| has enough to answer for to high Heaven and 
|| eternal justice without adding to it a gross viola- 
| tion of treaties. I admit that the original Indian 
title and Indian possession is not now, and never 
|| has been, acknowledged in this country as a seurce 
| of title; but when this Government dignifies the 
|| Indian by entering into a treaty with him, must 
|| we be answered that his occupation under that 
|| treaty is a simple Indian occupation—an occupa- 
| tion under a contract with a Government which 
| 


boasts of its might, power, greatness, and prog- 
|| ress, which says, On! on! on! which, not satis- 
|| fied with stopping this side of the Rocky Mount- 
|| ains, leaps over them and plants itself upon the 
shore of the Pacific, and not resting there, cries, 
On! on! on to the south! until Cuba, and the 
islands of the sea, and the whole South American 





ber from lowa, whether the point of time for con- | 


|| would not be upon the admission of the Territory | 


In what I have said hitherto I have not expressed | 


| think this country, for its treatment of the red | 








\ 
these poor Indians and, without eathen, ee 
pose grossly—for that point has not been a 
swered—to violate their rights. Why? To iy, 
settlement to the white man; to send our settle 
there to protect emigrants to California, For, 
nation to be great it must be just. Can there}, 
any harm in this additional section, if the Indias : 
have rights to be protected? It has been attemp: 
ed by this proviso, in the first place, and they 
| the amendment of the gentleman from* Non) 
| Carolina, to do what? To protect the rights ,¢ 
| the Indians. I will tell you what this whole ques. 
tion is. I will tell you how the argument has beer 

answered by the other side. It is said that this 
| bill would not violate the words of the treaty, Th, 
| gentleman from Missouri said this in substance, 
We have agreed with the Indians not to burn th... 
wigwams. We do not burn their wigwams: }y; 
| we set fire to the prairie all about them, and whe, 


I think it will be most conve- || the wigwams are on fire, we say to the poor |p. 


dians, We have not burned your wigwams, W, 
| have not violated the treaty. 
| [Here the hammer fell.} 
| Mr. BELL. Lam opposed to that amendmen. 
|| because I think it is unnecessary. It appears t 
|} me that the rights of these tribes of Indians wi 
not be infringed upon by the provisions of this 
bill, and I think the day has passed when y; 
should begin to act in this matter upon the ground 
of sympathy. If there ever was a time when 
these feelings should control the action of Cop. 
gress, it was before we commenced a forcible re. 
moval of the Cherokees and the other tribes, | 
have heard much sympathy expressed in relation 
to the Shawnees and their rights. I tell you, so 
far as I know, when you once forcibly remove the 
red man of the forest from his home and the graves 
of his fathers, you ean give him no place around 
which his affections will entwine as did they around 
the place of his nativity. I saw the Shawnee 
tribe removed by the powers of this Government. 
I saw them encamped three days at the home of 
Tecumseh, and at the graves of their fathers. | 
witnessed there those strong feelings which bound 
them to their homes and the graves of their fathers, 
I saw them on the morning of their departure, 
when they went through the ceremony peculiar to 
| the race, and with their little ones around them, 
took a finalleave of theirhomes. Then I thought 
that it was indeed a great pity to remove the red 
man of the forest from his native home. But! 
do not understand that we are now commencing 
this policy; we haveadopted it before. As to es- 
| tablishing aterritorial government to embrace these 
|| tribes, we give to that Territory no additional 
|| powers from what we now hold. We are now 
| exercising a kind of jurisdiction over that vast 
domain which is proposed to be created into this 
Territory. Where was your Indian title at the 
|| first territorial government established by this 
| Government northwest of the river Ohio? Was 
there a foot of land that was purchased by the 
| United States? Treaty after treaty was broken. 
\| The celebrated treaty of Wayne was broken, 
which extinguished the Indian title to that vast 
territory embracing the Maumeesat the time. And 
so it has been with the other Territories. | be 
lieve it will be for the benefit of the country and 
the Indian tribes that we establish this territoral 
| government. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
|| do now rise. 

‘| Mr. POLK. [ would inquire if the gentlemsa 
from Virginia is in favor of night sessions? 

Mr. LETCHER. lam 
| . [Loud cries of ‘* Order !’’] 

r. CARTTER. I move as an amendment 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, th 
the committee do now rise and report the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not so amendable. 

Mr. STANLY. Is it in order to ask the Chait 
if this is not the last day set apart for territori® 
| business? . 

Several Mempers. Itisthe last day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not heer 
the inquiry of the gentleman from North Caro 
| lina. 
| Mr. STANLY. I asked a question which the 
committee heard. That was all I wanted. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Letc# 
|| £R’s motion, and it was decided in the negative. 
So the committee refused to rise, ; 
The question recurred upon Mr. SuTHeRian? $ 











I move that the committee 

























































an 
H. 


rec 
' 


az 


mm: 


_-— -. es es 


i 


He 
me Uy 





tack 
Pro 


‘or 3 


sting 
‘M pt. 
1 by 


'OTth 


ues. 
beer 

this 

The 
ince 


the : 
yer 


r in- 


We 


t to 
shat 


nar 


rial 
year 
ar0- 

the 


CH 
ye. 


’ 


P amen 


THE C 


ONGRESSIONAL G 





1853. 


iment, and being put, it was decided in the || 


S negative. 


} for the bill proposed by Mr. Jones, of Tennessee. 


i 


4 


a Soastted te 


| 


, the amendment was rejected. 
The question next recurred upon the substitute 


Mr. ORR. I call for tellers on that question. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Jones of 
Tennessee, and GaYLorp were appointed. 

The question was put, and the tellers reported 
_aves 51, noes 77. 
So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the com- 
mittee rise, and report the bill. 
~ Mr. ORR. I move as an amendment, that the 
somamittee rise and report the bill, with a recom- 
sondation that it do not pass. 
“The CHAIRMAN. TheChair holds that a neg- 
ative vote on the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, would be equivalent to the motion of the gen- | 
seman from South Carolina. 
"Mr. ORR. The gentleman from Illinois did not |, 
move that the committee rise and report the bill || 
with a recommendation that it do pass. || 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not care in what 
way it is done. I only want to get the bill into the 


House. | 
—— CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolinawill be received. 

Mr. ORR. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Orr and 
RicHARDSON Were appointed, 
The question was put upon Mr. Orr’s motion, 

and the tellers reported—ayes 98, noes 30. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- | 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Hinsarnp) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, accord- | 
ing to order, had under consideration the state of 
the Union generally, and particularly House bill 
No. 353, to organize the Territory of Nebraska, 
and had directed him to report the same to the 
House, with two several amendments, and with a 
recommendation that the bill do not pass. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
azreeing to the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move the previous 
question. ; 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the bill and} 
amendments be laid upon the table; and upon that 
motion, [ call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr.ORR. I ask for tellers on the yeas and | 
nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Asue and 
Hau were appointed. 





The House was then divided on the call for the | 


yeas and nays, and the tellers reported—ayes 27, 
noes 106. 

So (one fifth voting therefor) the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In order to avoid 
anight session, | now move that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet at twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. On that motion | 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Many Memsers. “ Oh,no!’’and ‘* Withdraw 
the call.” 

Mr. STUART. I Hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw his motion until this bill 
8 disposed of. 

Mr. JONES. I cannot withdraw it. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

I'he question was then taken on Mr. Jonrs’s 
ae and on a division, there were—ayes 101, 
noes : 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Lercuenr’s 
Motion, and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
49, nays 107; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Abercrombie, Ashe, Averett, David J. 
Bailey, Bocock, Bowie, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Caskie, 


Chastain, Cobb, Coleock, Cottman, Cullom, Daniel, = 
We Dunham, Edmundson, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, 

aven, 
Howe, Jackson, George W. Jones, 
Meacham, Meade, Millson, Morebead, Murphy, Orr, Out- 
aw, Ross, Sackett, Stanly, Abraham P. Stephens, Strother, 
Sutherland, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Wilcox, Wildrick 
and Woodward—49. 


Letcher, MeQueen, 


NAYS—Messrs, Charlies Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, | 


William Appleton, Babcock, Barrere, Bell, Bennett, Bib- 
ighaus, Brenton, Busby, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Camp- 


Henn, Horsford, Houston, Howard, Thomas M. | 











land, Clinginan, Conger, Darby, George T. Davis, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duncan, 
Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Ficklin, Fitch, Flor- | 
ence, Gamble, Gaylord, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodrich, Gor- | 
man, Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, Harper, Hart, Hendricks, | 


| Hibbard, Holladay, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, In 


ersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, 
. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Landry, Little, Lockhart, 


Mace, McCorkle, McDonald, McMullin, McNair, Miller, 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Murray, Newton, An- 


drew Parker, Samuel 


W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, 


Phelps, Porter, Powell, Price, Reed, Richardson, Robbins, 
Robie, Sabine, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, 


| Benjamin Stanton, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, 


Taylor, Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, Ward, Wash- 
burn, Watkins, Wells, Alexander White, Williams, and 
Y ates—107. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the | 


table. 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 


agreeing to the two amendments of the bill re- | 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 








The first amendment was read as follows: 
** In section first, line eighteen, after the word ‘ territory,’ 


| insert the following: 


**And the said territory shall be excepted out of the 


| boundaries, and constitute no part of the Territory of Ne- 


braska. 
** So as to make the section read: 
** Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be con- | 


|} strued to impair the rights of person or property, now per- 


taining to the Indians in said territory, so long as such 
rights shall remain unextinguished by treaty between the | 
United States and such Indians, or to include any territory 
which, by treaty with any Indian tribe, is not, without the 
consent of said tribe, to be included within the territorial | 
limitS or jurisdiction of any State or Territory, and the said 
territory shall be excepted out of the boundaries, and con 
stitut€ no part of the Territory of Nebraska, until said tribe 
shall signify their assent to the President of the United 


| States, to be included within the said Territory of Ne- 


braska,”’ &c. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The second amendment was then read, as fol- 
lows: 


** Add as section 19 the following: 

‘* And be it further enacted, That as soon as the Governor 
of said Territory of Nebraska shall enter upon the discharge 
of his duties as such, the Indian Superintendency at St. 


|| Louis, in the State of Missouri, shall be abolished, and the 
|| duties shall be transferred to and performed by said Gov- 


ernor of Nebraska.’’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HENN. Is it in order to move to amend 
the bill by striking out all but the 18th section ? 


The SPEAKER. Nomotion to amend the bill | 
is in order, the previous question having been | 


ordered. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed was sub- 
sequently read athird time. 

he question then was ‘‘ Shall the bill pass ?”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, on a di- 
vision—ayes 87, noes not counted. 


The main question was ordered to be now put. | 


Mr. VENABLE. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. I ask for tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McNair and 
Gay orp were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand 


| for the yeas and nays, and the tellers reported 31 


in the affirmative. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HENN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The question was taken and it was decided in 
the negative. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
The question was then taken, ‘* Shall the bill 
ass?’’ and it was decided in the aflirmative— 
yeas 98, nays 43; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Chas. Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, Bab 
cock, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, Busby, Jos. Cable, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Clark, Cleveland, 


Clingman, Darby, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dim- | 


mick, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, 


Ficklin, Pitch, Florence, Gamble, Gaylord, Giddings, Gil- | 


more, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, Har- 


per, Hart, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, John W. Howe, | 


Thomas Y. How; Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew John- 
son, John Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Lan- 
dry, Little, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, McDonald, McMullin, 
MeNair, Miller, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Mur- 
ray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, 
Powell, Price, Reed, Richardson, Robbins, Robie, Sabine, 
Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Benjamin Stan 


ton, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Taylor, Thurston, | 


Townshend, Walbridge, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, 
Welch, Wells, Williams, and Yates—98. 
NAYS—~Messrs. Abercrombie, William Appleton, Av- 


LOBE. 


bell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clark, Cleve- 








4 


without amendment, a bill of the House of the 


| penses incurred in the Cayuse war. 


I demand the previous | 
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erett, Bocock, Bowie, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Caskie, 
Chastain, Cobb, Coicock, Cottman, Daniel, Dockery, Dun 
ham, Edmundson, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Haven, 
Henna, Horsterd, Housten, Heward, Thomas M. Howe, 
Jackson, George W. Jones, Letcher, McQueen, Meacham, 
Millson, Morehead, Orr, Outlaw, Ross, Stanly, Abraham 
P. Stephens, Strother, Sutherland, Venadle, Wallace, 
Walsh, Wildrick, and Woodward—43. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to recdnsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Che question was taken upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 

[Here a message was received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assuay Dicxis, Esq., its Sec- 
retary, announcing that the Senate had passed, 


following title: 

H. R. No. 355. An act to change the name of 
the steamship Forest City. 

And that the Senate also passed a bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles: : 

S. No. 359. An act for the relief of passed mid- 
shipmen G. P. Welsh and Clark H. Wells. 

And a resolution for the relief of L. E. L. A. 
Lawson, sole surviving heir of General Eleazar 
W. Ripley, deceased; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House.] 

EXPENSES OF THE CAYUSE WAR. 

Mr. LANE. I hold in my hand a bill which 
was introduced yesterday. It provides for paying 
out an appropriation made two years ago, for ex- 
i j The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury finds some difficulty in pay- 
ing the awards allowed by the commissioners. 1 
ask that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it may be put upon 
its passage now. 

A Memser. Read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

‘“H. R. No. 357. To amend an act entitied ‘An act to 
amend an actto settle and adjust the expenses of the people 
of Oregon, from the attacks and hostiliues of the Cayuse 
Indians in the year 1847-°48,’ approved August 21, 1852.°” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Governor of 
the Territory was added to a Commission, | be- 
lieve, by the Territorial Legislature, and in conse- 
quence of that, they cannot adjust the accounts 
and pay the awards made by the Commission, of 
which the Governor was one of the members. 

This bill, I believe, has been prepared by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or atthe Department, 
with a view to enable them to pay those awards. 
It makes no Perret nor does it divert any 
fund from its legitimate object. It is merely to 
execute a law heretofore passed. 

Mr. STANLY. There is no quorum here to 
pass the bill now. If the gentleman from ‘Ten- 
nessee will let us have a night session to-morrow 
night, I will not object to his bill. 

Mr. JONES. It is not my bill. I have no in- 
terest in it, nor do I ask its passage. AndI will 
tell the gentleman from North Carolina that I shall 
not attend a night sessien to-morrow night. 

Mr. LANE. I trustthe gentleman from North 
Carolina will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. STUART. I appeal to the gentleman from 
North Carolina to allow the bill to be put in such 
a shape that it can be passed to-morrow. 

Mr. STANLY. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. JONES. If the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union are discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and we order the 
main question upon it, it will come up to-niorrow. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
will be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill. 

No objection was made. 

The bill was accordingly brought before the 
House, the question being upon ordering it to be 
engrossed and read a third tume. 

Mr. STUART. As the gentleman from North 
Carolina objects to the bill being put upon its pas- 
sage now, on account of there being no quorum 

present, | wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. 
if enter a motion now to reconsider the vote by 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of this bill, will it come up to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will decide that 
question when it arises. 


|| Mr. STUART. Very well, sir; then I move 
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to reconsider the vote by which the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union was dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the bill. | 
The Chair did not under- | 


The SPEAKER. 
stand the inquiry of thegentleman justnow. That 
motion will bring the bill up. 

Mr. STUART. Very well, sir. 

Mr. STANLY. [rise to a question of order. 


The gentleman cannot make that motion now. 


There is no quorum present. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
to-morrow when there is a quorum here. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to make the 
motion now. 

Mr. STANLY. 
in order to see if there is a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The 
action can be had upon the motion if there is not 
a quorum present, so that the gentleman from 
North Carolina will reach his object. 

Mr. STUART. I do not ask for action on the 
motion. 

Mr. McNAIR. 
adjourn. 

Mr.GORMAN. Willthe gentleman withdraw 
that motion for a moment? 

Mr. McNAIR. Yes, sir; I withdraw it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the consent of the 
House to give notice of my intention to introduce 
a bill ** to indemnify the State of Indiana for a fail- 
ure of the title to a portion of the lands heretofore 

ranted to that State by Congress for a State sem- 
inary of learning.’’ 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
motion will be entered. 

No objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
will be entered, but no vote can be taken upon it 
now. 

Mr. McNAIR. I renew the motion, that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, 


It will bein order 


I appeal from that decision, | 


chair decides that no 


I move that the House do now | 


And the House thereupon adjourned until to- | 


morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


Cornelius Vanderbilt, the owner and representa- 


The following petitions and memorial were presented || 


under the rules and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. [VES: The petition of W. W. Dodge and 100 
others, citizens of Jefferson county, New York, asking the 
grant of public lands to aid in the construction of a ship- 
canal around the Falls of Niagara, in the State of New Yerk. 


By Mr. YATES: The petition of the Industrial Conven- | 


tion of the State of Illinois, assembled at Springfield, Lili- 
nois, on the 5th January, 1853, by their cominittee, Gover- 
nor A. C. French, D. L. Grigg, and L. 8. Pennington, 
praying for the passage of a bill appropriating portions of 
the public lands to each of the several States, to an amount 
not less than five hundred thousand acres, for the endow 
ment of a system of industrial universities in each State in 
the Union, coéperating with each other, and with the Smith 
sonian Institution at Washington, for the liberal practical 
education ofour industrial classes, in their various pursuits ; 
for producing the knowledge and literature needful in those 
pursuits ; and developing, to the fullest extent, the resources 
of our soil and our arts; and especially the intelligence, re- 
finement, and virtue of our people, and the true glory of our 
common country. 
By Mr. ROSS: 
county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress so to modify the act 


The memorial of 85 citizens of Bucks 


of September 28, 1850, as to give each of the persons in- | 
tended to be benefited by said act, and to seamen and ma- | 


rines, who served in the war of 1812, not less than one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land. 
By Mr. BURROWS: The memorial of H, U. Soper and 


others, citizens of the State of New York, remonstrating | 


against the renewal of C. H. MeCormick’s patent for a 
reaping machine. 
By Mr. FITCH: The petition of Solomon Fowler and 


others, of Elkhart county, Indiana, asking that the public | 
lands be donated in farms or lots to those who have no | 


lands. 

Also, six petitions of Sundry citizens of Wabash, Miami, 
Howard, and Tipton counties, Indiana, for a post route 
from Wabash, in Wabash county, to Tipton, in Tipton 
county. 

By Mr. WALSH: The memorial of the president, 
directors, and stockholders of the Ohio Falls Marine Rail- 
road Company, praying that Congress will aid them in 
overcoming the obstruction to the navigation of the Ohio 
river, at the Falls, by means of lift locks, and a marine 
railway. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, February 11, 1853. 
Prayer by the Rev. James GaLLaHeER. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 





Senatea communication from theSecretary of State, | 


showing the names and compensation of clerks and 
other persons employed in that Department during 


the year 1852; which was ordered to lie on the | 


table and be printed. 
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Also, a report of the Secretary of State, showing 
the disbursements for the service of the State De- 
partment, including foreign missions, for the fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1852; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial signed by || 
tive of two millions of dollars’ worth of low-pres- 
sure steamers; Edward K. Collins, one of the 
largest owners of the New York and Liverpool 
United States mail steamers, and other proprietors 
of, and agents for steamships in the United States, 
praying that the late act of Congress to provide 
for the better security of the lives of passengers 
on board of vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam, may be repealed or amended. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York and its 
vicinity, in favor of the same object. 

Also, a memorial of the owners of steamboats || 
on Lakes Erie and Michigan, in favor of the same 
object. 

Also, a memorial from citizens residing in Hart- 
ford, New Haven, and New York, praying a sus- || 
pension of the steamboat law. 1] 

The above petitions were referred to the Com- || 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of New Yorkand || 
Brooklyn, praying that a contract may be entered 
into with Christian Hansen for the transportation 
of the mails in steamers between Brooklyn and 
Gluckstadt, and between Kiel and St. Petersburgh; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. e 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition of inhab- 
itants of Waushara county, Wisconsin, praying 
that the homestead bill may become a law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of Iowa, in favor of the enact- | 
ment of the homestead bill; which was ordered to || 
lie on the table. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, in || 
favor of the removal of certain restrictions to the 
sale of lands granted for the improvement of the 
Des Moines river; which was referred to the Com- || 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Lowa, presented a resolution of || 
the Legislature of lowa, in favor of an appropria- 
tion for the survey of the line of the half-breed 
tract in Lee county; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered | 
to be printed. l| 

Mr. CASS presented two petitions of citizens || 
of Troy, New York, praying that measures may || 
be taken to secure to American citizens abroad the || 
rights of public worship; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of C. F. Hage- 
dom, Consul of the Bavarian Government at Phil- 
adelphia, praying that the National Library at || 


| is needed to assist in carrying forward a 
road, the construction of which will evident) 


| mend the Government to issue 


ant Colonel Greer, asked to be discharged from 


E. Feb. 11, 





They further say, that if the aid of Governmen: 
ny rail. 


benefit the whole country, 7 earnestly recom. 
nited States bonds 
in the usual form, to the amount required, and in 
no case to dispose of the public lands otherwise 
than to actual settlers. 

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTERs, 


Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions 
to which was referred the bill for the relief o° 
Margaret Barnitz, only surviving heir of Lieuten. 
further consideration thereof, and that it be = 
ferred, together with the documents accompany. 
ing the same, to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which were referred documents jp 
support of the claim of the late George D. Twiggs, 
to remuneration for certain expenses incurred 
Havana, while on the way to Mexico during the 
late war, asked to be discharged from the further 


| consideration thereof, and that it be referred tp 


the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from the Commi. 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the 
petition of Thomas S. J. Johnson, praying pay- 
ment for wagons taken for the use of the United 
States army in New Mexico, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print. 


_ ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
| memorial of the Legislative Assembly of New 


Mexico, relative to the Pacific railroad, reported 


| in favor of printing the same; which was con- 


curred in. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
William B. Scott, praying to be allowed a per- 


| centage on the distribution of public moneys by 


him, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill, 
for his relief; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which was referred the 
memorial of Albert G. Howel, submitted a re- 

ort, accompanied by a bill for the relief of the 
elie and legal representatives of William Weeks; 
which was read and passed to the second reading; 
and on motion by Mr. Sewarp, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to considerit. 
It proposes to confirm the claim of the heirs and 


|| legal representatives of William Weeks to two 


thousand and thirty arpens of land in the parish 


| of West Feliciana, Louisiana. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


Munich may be furnished with the laws of the Uni- amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


ted States, the American State Papers, and certain’ | 
other public works; and tendering, in behalf of the 
Bavarian Government, all works of a public na- 
ture; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions passed at a 
meeting of the lndustrial Union of Philadelphia, 
against the granting of land for railroads, and in 
favor of the immediate passage of the homestead 
bill; which were read. ‘Themembers of the Union, 
in their resolutions, state that God and human 
reason alike declare that the earth was made for | 
man, to be cultivated by him, and used for the 
happiness of the whole human family; that all his- 
tory proves that the monopoly of land is the worst 
social evil ever entailed on the human family; and | 
that it is a democratic truth that the public domain 
of this continent belongs, by right and justice, to | 
the people, and that consequently, without their 
consent, the public domain should not be granted 
to any person, or company, for any other purpose | 
than cultivation; they therefore express their deep 
regret at the present anxiety evinced, om the part 
of speculators, to push through the various land- 
bill schemes now before Congress; and in the ex- 
ercise of their rights as citizens, they protest | 
against their representatives in Congress casting 
their votes in favor of any bill granting land to any 
railroad or other company; and they earnestly re- 
quest their influence and votes in favor of the im- | 
mediate passage of the homestead bill, settling, 
now and forever, the land question, by appro- | 
priating the American domain to actual settlers. | 


'| the interests of this Government. 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 


TOWN OF BELLEVIEW, IOWA. 


| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. The Committee on 
| Public Lands, to which was referred the bill for 
| the relief of the town of Belleview, in Iowa, with 
| the amendments of the House of Representatives 
| thereto, has directed me to report thém back, with 
/amendments. I would state that the original bill, 
| as it passed the Senate, granted accretions in front 
| of the town of Belleview, Towa, to that town. It 
was sent to the House, and there amended, and 
the Committee on Public Lands now propose to 
include the cities of Burlington and Dubuque, in 
| Towa. It is a question which in no way affects 
The Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] and myself, once 
had a little discussion in reference to it when the 
bill first came up, but I then answered satisfac- 
torily all his inquiries, and [ believe satisfied him 
that the Government was in no way interested, 
and would receive no money if the lands were sold. 


| I hope the amendment will be acted upon imme- 


diately. 
| The amendment of the committee was agreed 
to. It was to add the following as additional 
| sections: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there shall be, 
| and there hereby-is, granted to the cities of Burlington and 
| Dubuque, in Iowa, the land bordering on the Mississippt 
river, in front of said cities, reserved by the act of 2d July, 
1836, for a public highway, and for other public uses, to- 
gether with the accretions which may have formed thereon, 
or in front thereof. to be disposed of in such manner as the 
corporate authorities of said cities may direct. 
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was received, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had passed the following bills: 

An act to organize the Territory of Nebraska. 

An act to amend an act entitled ** An act to 
‘amend an act to settle and adjust the expenses of 
‘ the people of Oregon from attacks and hostilities 
* of Cayuse Indians in the years 1847 and 1848,”’ 
|| approved August 21, 1852. 

MARY WOODWARD. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Lowa, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded io 
consider the bill for the relief of Mary Woodward. 
It proposes to require the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place on the pension roll, at the rate of 
thirty doilars per month, the name of Mary Wood- 

The amendments were agreed to,and the amend- || ward, widédw of the late Lieutenant Kirby S. 
ments of the House as amended were concurred |; Woodward, of the United States revenue service, 
in, and the title of the bill was amended so as to || who was drowned at the mouth of the Klamath 
read, ** An act for the relief of the town of Belle- | river, off the coast of California, on or about the 
view, and the cities of Burlington and Dubuque | 5th of November, 1850, 
in lowa.”’ The bill was reported to the Senate without 

LOCATION OF LAND OFFICES. amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public | reading, read a third time, and passed. 

Lands, to which were referred a resolution of the | JOSIAH P. PILCHER. 

Legislature of Arkansas, = i‘ document relating |/ Qn motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate, as 
to the subject, reported a ill authorizing changes || in Committee of the W hole, proceeded to consider 
in the location of land offices; which was read and | House bill “for the relief of Josiah P. Pilcher, 
passed to a second reading. late a private in Company F, Second Kentucky 

By unanimous consent, it was read a second Dost Vol cn in ao Sales rith Mexico.” 
time and considered by the Senate as in Commit- 4 cacey eid Pigg er ahmed bbe he! + sieinigar ger 
aaae oe y It proposes to direct the proper officers of the 


i ee canbe iia a Government a to Josiah P. Pilcher his reg- 
| e cnange || ular pay from July 7, 1846, until the date of the 


he locality of the land offices in the several eh: is ; ; 
: ¢ loca Bos ‘as ; o- land |, di¢charge of his company; his mileage from New 
districts established by law, and to establish the | Orle: ; haai at thie @ 
same from time to time, at such a point in the rieans 1ome, as i, 11ers O us company were 
district as he may deem expedient |, paid; three months’ extra pay, and a land warrant 
istrict as > , | & 
' - for one hundred and sixty acres 

" > ‘ L o . " . 

The il wag reported the Senate without | re SHIELDS. 1 propove to amend the bllby 
ee 5 ook re || adding the following as an additional section: 


reading, read a third time, and passed. = 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That five years’ full 


THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. | pay be granted to Christine Barnard, widow of the late Bre- 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign |, Yet Major Moses J. Barnard, Captain in Company H, regi 
Polat scale we fi d th : “of ment of voltigeurs, who rendered gallant services in the 
fel ae to which was re erre the message 0 | || Mexican war, and who died of a disease greatly enhanced 
the President of the United States of the 4th of by the hardships, exposure, and fatigue of the campaign ; 
January, 1853, respecting the establishment of a || said half pay to on ton hel I the day of his death, (4th 
“rs : ‘ : j Sox, a , p ; ? ; re 3 ac- 

new British colony in Central America, and a res- | July,) - pane ae : “ni bass phe; — yn 
the § t f the 27th of J || cording to the provision of the general law now in force, 
olution of t 1€ Senate o e <ith of January On || made in reference to the widows and children of those who 
the same subject, submitted a report, accompanied died from wounds or disease received or contracted during 

by the following resolution; which was read: 


the said war. 
Resolved, (as the opinion of the committee,) That the dec- 1! The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
laration on the part of the British Government, and the | 


aa bees ; a “de reported to the Senate as amended. 
reply thereto by the Secretary of State, as preliminary to ORES NI TT . : e 
the exchange of ratifications of the treaty concluded at The PRESIDENT. The question 18 on con 


Washington between the Governments of Great Britain || CUrTINg In the amendment. 
and the United States on the 19th of April, 1850, import Mr. HALE. Is that an amendment adopted 
Lae acs fancies er abet Grace | BY the Senate to a Elouse bill? 
exchange, that nothing contained in the treaty was to be The PRESIDEN r. [tis. It has been adopted 
considered as affecting the title or existing rights of Great | by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
Britain to the English settlements in Honduras Bay; and Mr. HALE. I want to suggest to those inter- 
ca iettarMen napus emme, that wo | ested in the pension granted by the bill tel, that 
taken because of such declaration and reply. x this is hardly using that claimant fair. It is a 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the report was | House bill which has come to us, and if we agree 
! to it it will become a law; but if we put on this 
ordered to be printed. ee ; 
Mr. CASS. This is a subject of very great amendment and send it back to the House, instead 
of giving two pensions, we may defeat both. I 
think each ought to stand upon its own merits, 


importance, and I desire that some extra copies 
of the report i F > di 

P may be printed. I therefore move and that by saddling one on the other, you will 
defeat both. 


to print two thousand extra copies of it. 
Mr. UN s i i s ; j 
io poverty i rise simply for the Mr. SHIELDS. I take a deep interest in both 
purpose of stating that, so far as I heard portions | both : 4 the friends of each hav 
of the report read, I do not concur in it. I donot | “***— pence. seco wha eae aaleaenns ne eae 
: , agreed to put them together. 
Mr. HALE. Then | am perfectly willing. 


wish to be concluded in regard to the matter by | 
iving a sil sti iti a . 
aa ent sanction to the positions of the re The amendment was concurred in, and ordered 
to be engrossed; and the bill was ordered to a third 


some of which I do not approve. 
The motio ] i a 
to print two thousand extra copies reading, read a third time, and passed; and its title 
was amended by adding to it the words ‘‘and for 
, 


was agreed to. 
REPUBLIC OF LIBERIA. other purposes. 
Mr. MILLER. I submitted a few days ago,a | ISINESS 
resolution in regard to the recognition of the inde- ORDER OF BUSINESS. : 
pendence of Liberia. I am anxious to call it up Mr. BRIGHT. I move to suspend the prior 
and detain the Senate upon it for about thirty min- order of business, for the purpose of taking up the 
utes; and I rise now merely for the purpose of |, bill to provide for the payment of such creditors 
giving notice that I shall ask the indulgence of the || of the late Republic of Texas, as are comprehended 
Senate to call it up to-morrow morning. in a act of oe eae er ad I do it ~ = 
. - time because itis understood that the special order 
Se enn at two o’clock is to proceed to the dedhdinaies 
of Executive business. 


Mr. FISH, agreeably to previous notice, asked | 
and obtained leave to introduce abill for the better | Mr. DAWSON, Mr. UNDERWOOD, and 
others. One o’clock. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the grants made | 
this act shall operate’as a relinguishment only of the 
wf + of he United States in and to the said premises, and 
= it 2 po manner affect the rights of third persons therein 
i the use thereof, but shall be subject to the same; and 
oa application by a duly a uhorized agent of the corporate 
authorities of the said cities to the _Commnissioner of the 
General Land Office, a patent of relinquishment in conse- 
quence of the provisions ef this act shall be issued therefor 
in other cases. 

Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That the land or parcel 
of land in the city of Dubuque, heretofore set apart and | 
used by the authorities of said city as a cemetery or burying 
ground, under the act of Congress of the second of July, | 
1836, and the act of the third of March, 1847, amendatory | 
thereof. be, and the same hereby is, granted tothe Common 
Council of the said city of Dubuque, to make such disposi- | 
»n of the said land included in the said cemetery or bury- || 
g- ground as Urat Common Coancil may deem proper. 


as 


ti 


uh 


management and safe conduct of American mer- | 
chant vessels, and for maintaining discipline on 
board the same; which was read a first and second 
time. by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives | 


Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hovuston,] who ob- 
tained the floor yesterday, is prepared and anxious 
to go on this morning, and | hope the Senate will 
indulge him. 


Mr. BRADBURY. 


I believe there is a special 
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Mr. BRIGHT. ‘Two o’clock. The honorable | 
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order which was made for Tuesday last, at half- 
past twelve o'clock. I refer to the bill to regulate 
the fees and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, 
and attorneys in the courts of the United States. 
I think the Senator from Texas will hardly have 
time to finish to-day before we go into Executive 
session, and therefore [| would suggest that the bill 
to which I have referred be taken up, or at least 
that some day be indicated for action upon it. 

Mr. GWIN. IL hope the Senate will take up 
the resolution I submitted a few days ago, relative 
to changing the hour of meeting to eleven o’clock. 

Mr. DAWSON. LI understand that we agreed 
to go into Executive session to-day at oneo’clock,. 
I believe that is the order of the day, and I donot 
suppose my friend from Texas would like to com- 
mence now when it is but five minutes to one. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The hour fixed for Executive 
session was two o’clock, as I recollect. 

Mr. CASS. Turn to the Journal; 
show the facts. 

The PRESIDENT. The Journal shows that 
one o’clock was the hour fixed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I had the honor of making the 
motion fixing to-day for Executive business, and 
I named two o’clock; but it may have been changed 
afterwards. 

Several Senators. 


that will 


It was two o’clock. 


TEXAS DEBT BILL 

The motion of Mr. Brieur was agreed to; and 
the Senate accordingly resumed, #s in Committee 
of the Whole, the consideration of the bill to pro- 
vide for the payment of such creditors of the late 
Republic of Texas as are comprehended in the act 
of Congress of September 9, 1850. 

Mr. HOUSTON then rose and addressed the 
Senate at length against the pending bill. [His 
speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. CLARKE moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until any day which 
gentlemen may designate. 

Mr.GWIN. Thursday next. 

Mr. CLARKE. I move to postpone it until 
Thursday next. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
for one o’clock. 

Mr. CLARKE. I include that in my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. CLARKE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


And make it the special order 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 11, 1853. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Rev. James GaLLaner. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
INDIAN EXPENSES IN OREGON. 

Mr. STUART. I rise to aprivileged question. 
When the House adjourned on yesterday, it had 
before it a bill introduced by the gentleman from 

Oregon, {Mr. Lane,} for the purpose of enabling 
the Department to settle the Indian expenses in 
Oregon. The bill was explained, and I believe 
there was no objection to it. In order to keep it 
before the House, before the adjournment, 1 in- 
terposed a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the House discharged the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Unien from the further consid- 
eration of the bill. The question pending, as the 
Journal correctly states, when the House ad- 
journed, was upon the engrossment of the bill. { 
now-.eall up the motion to reconsider, and ask that 
the bill may be passed. It has been fully ex- 
lained by the gentlernan from Oregon, [Mr. 
Ean) as well as by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, (Mr. Jones,] who had examined the ques- 
tion, and I presume there will be no objection to 
it. I now withdraw the motion to reconsider, and 
ask that the question may be taken upon the en- 
grossment of the bill. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
was read a third time and passed. 


RECIPROCAL TRADE. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask the 
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unanimous consent of the Houseto make areport || Mr. CLINGMAN. When was this bill intro- 


from the Committee on Commerce, for the pur- 
pose of having it printed at the proper time, for 
the consideration of the House. It is a bill rela- | 
tive to the fisheries, and embracing those subjects | 
which were embraced in the message of the Pres- | 
ident, which was ordered by the House to be | 
printed, the other day,and which have since been | 
under consideration by the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

There was no objection, and 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, reported a bill to establish a reciprocal trade 
with the British North American Colonies, upon 
certain conditions; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, 

Mr. SEYMOUR, 
port be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I have an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer to that bill. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I have no objection to the 
amendment of my colleague upon the committee | 
being received and printed with the bill and report, | 
and will make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I now move to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on Commerce, and ask 
that the further consideration of the motion and of 
the bill may be postponed till Thursday next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to that 
motion. This bill was allowed by unanimous 
consent to be introduced, and read a first and sec- 
ond time, with the understanding that it was only 
to be referred and printed. But now the gentle- | 
man moves to postpone its consideration to a day 
certain, which is in effect to make it a special order. | 
I do not think that is carrying out the understand- | 
ing with the House fairly. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. My object in making this 
motion was not to make the bill a special order, 
but to keep it before the House, and from going to | 
the Speaker’s table. I desire that the bill may be 
considered, if it be the pleasure of the House, at 
a proper time, after they have had time to examine 
it with the report. I indicated Thursday next as 
atime when I thought the House might properly 
consider it; but I did not suppose that the motion 
to postpone till that day would have the effect to 
make it a special order. I thought that was a 
usual and proper course. 

Mr. JONES. I move to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, | 
and that the bill and report be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the 
Se that the bill and report have already | 
yeen ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES. 
cial order. 

Mr.SEYMOUR. That is not my wish. 

Mr. JONES. That is the effect of the gentle- 
man’s motion. If you adopt it, it will be tanta- 
mount to that. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I stated to the House that | 
I did not desire to make it a special order. My | 
only object is to or the bill from going to the 
Speaker’s table, and let the House call it up when- 
ever they wish. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York moves to recommit the bill to the Commit- | 
tee on Commerce, and moves to postpone its 
further consideration until Thursday next. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] moves to 
commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union. The motion to post- 
pone to a day certain, cuts off the motion to com- 
mit, and the question therefore will be upon the || 
motion of the gentleman from New York. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to know what is 
the bill before the House, for the confusion has 
been so great in the Hall that I confess I have not 
been able to ascertain, and several gentlemen 
around me are in the same situation. I desire to 
understand the question before us before we are | 
called upon to vote. ; 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill has been 
read twice. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have no doubt of that, 
because the Speaker tells me so; but I have no | 
other reason for knowing it, for we in this quarter 
of the House have not been able to ascertain what 
was going on. I ask that the bill may be again | 
read. | 
The bill was again read by its title. 1 


I move that the bil] and re- 


I object to its being made a spe- | 


| on the state of the Union. 
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duced? 

The SPEAKER. It was introduced a few 
minutes ago by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Seymour,} and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Well, what is the question | 


now pending? 
The SPEAKER. It is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, to recommit the bill to 


|| the Committee on Commerce, and to postpone its | 


consideration until Thursday next. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. If there be any objection in 
the House to postpone the consideration of the 
bill until Thursday next, I will withdraw that por- 


tion of the motion, and Jetit stand simply to recom- | 


mit the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have no objection to the 
motion of the gentleman to postpone the consid- 
eration of this bill till Thursday next. I am very 
anxious that the subject should be brought before 
the House, and | do not care at how early a day. 
I do not mean to support the bill of the gentleman, 
but | want the subject brought before us. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Do I understand 
the motion to postpone to be withdrawn? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Yes, sir;I will withdraw 
the motion to postpone, and move simply to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to refer 
the bill to the Committee ofthe Whole on thestate 
of the Union, and upon that motion I demand the 
previous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the | 


main question was ordered to be put. 


The question now being upon the motion to || 


refer to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union, upon a division 65 rose in the af- || 


firmative. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. I demand the yeas and 


|| nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. ORR. I move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Before the question is put | 


upon that motion, I desire to offer the usual reso- 
lution to close debate upon the Army bill. I 
move the following resolution: 


Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union on the bill making appro- | 


priations for the service of the Army during the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1854, shall cease in one hour and 


| a half after its consideration shall again be resumed, (if the 


committee shall not sooner come to a conclusion upon the 


same,) and the committee shall then proceed to vote on || 


such amendments as may be pending, or offered to the same, 
and shall then report it tothe House, with such amend- 
ments as may have been agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. VENABLE. I move to amend that reso- 
lution by striking out ** one hour and a half,’’ and 
inserting *‘ one hour.”’ 


Mr. HOUSTON. I now demand the previous | 


question upon the resolution and amendment. 
Mr. SABINE. 


mittee on Commerce? 
The SPEAKER. 
by the House. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. If, at this 
stage of proceedings, the House proceed to other 


That motion was agreed to 


|| business, what will become of the bill which I 


just reported ? 


A Memser. It will come up in the morning | 
hour. 
Mr. JONES. I presume, as this bill was in- 


| troduced by unanimous consent, this is not in the 


morning hour. 


The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, | 


The Chair will decide 


there is no morning hour. 


these questions of priority of business when they | 


arise. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. 
recommit the bill to the Committee of Commerce, 
and [ ask if that motion will not keep the bill be- 
fore the House? 

The SPEAKER. The motion was also made 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 


comes up, the question must be first taken upon 


that motion, and if voted down, it will then be | 
| upon the gentleman’s motion. 


Mr. EDGERTON. 


the Private Calendar? 


The SPEAKER. It will be inorder as soon as 


I ask what has become of the | 
motion to print the bill and report from the Com- | 


I submitted the motion to | 


When the bill again | 


Is it in order now to move || 
| to go into a Committee of the Whole House upon 


the House shall have disposed of the resolution of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovstoy 
upon which the previous question has been q.. 
manded. 

|| The previous question was then seconded, and 


the main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that the Chair wiy) 
| state what is the resolution of the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama 
| moves to terminate debate in the Committee of 

the Whole on the state of the Union in one hoy, 
and a half. The amendment proposes to close jt 
in one hour. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the House will vot. 
down the amendment. The gentleman from Mas. 
sachusetts (Mr: Davis] is entitled to half an hour 
|| to conclude his remarks, and then I hope the 
|| House will indulge me for an hour before the de- 
|| bate shall close. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
| was disagreed to. 
'| The question then recurred upon the original 
| resolution, and being taken, it was adopted. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
| vote by which the House adopted the resolution, 
a move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The question was taken, and the latter motion 
|| was agreed to, 

Mr. EDGERTON. Inow move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole House upon the 
Private Calendar. 

The question was put, and upon a division, 73 
| rose in the affirmative. 

Mr. WILDRICK. I demand the yeas and 
nays. I want to see who it is that will refuse to 
| go to the public business of the country. 
|| Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, and the yeas and nays 
Were not ordered. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut. 
tellers upon the question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McNarr and 
LockHart were appointed, 
|| ‘The question was then again put, and the tel- 
lers reported—ayes 68, noes 72. 

So the House refused to go into a Committee of 
|| the Whole House upon the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SABINE. Is it in order now to move that 

the bill reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
to regulate the rights of fishing, should be assigned 
| to a day certain for consideration ? 
The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The pending propo- 
| sition is upon the motion made by the gentleman 
| from Alabama, that the rules be suspended and 
| that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SACKETT. I wish to make an inquiry 
\| of the Chair before that question is put. If the 
House refuse to go into the Committee of the 
Whole, will it be in orderagain to make a motion 
to go into a Committee of the Whole House upon 
the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that 
question when it comes up. 

Mr. SACKETT. I hope the House will re- 
| fuse to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 


I demand 


I demand 


1] ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| (Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of House bill No. 336, 
making appropriation for the support of the Army 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1854. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pending 
when the bill was last under consideration was 
the one offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Gorman] to change the military superin- 
tendencies of the armories of the United States to 
civil superintendencies, and upon that question 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis) 
has the floor. 
|| Mr. DAVIS. I propose to submit the follow- 
ing substitute for the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Indiana. His amendment con- 
| templates a change of the superintendence of the 
'| armories from a military to A civil one. I submit 
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is any information before the House which will 
warrant its action In that direction: 

For the expenses of a commission to examine and re- 

yt upon the management of the several United States 
P mories the sum of 35,000; and the Secretary of War is 
; roby authorized to appoint three persons, civilians, whose 
, ty itshall be to report to the next Congress a detailed 
= viement of the cost of manufacture of arms at said arse- 
nals, and recommend any change in the system of manage- | 
ment which in their judgment may be required by the public 
interest. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed by the 
veytieman from Indiana contemplates a change || 
from the military to the civil superintendency. In 
the remarks which I have heretofore submitted to 
the committee, I undertook to show, that so far as 
there was any evidence before the House, it went 
to sustain the efficiency of the military superin- 
tendency. 1 propose now to make some addition 
to the facts which I exhibited upon that occasion. 

[ find, on referring to the report of the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs, made on the 13th day of 
Auvust, 1852, that it contains the following state- 
ment as to the mode in which the armories were 
managed under the civil supervision. It says: 

«A reference to the consecutive annualreports made to 
Congress for many years, will show that during the entire 
period that these manufactories were under the manage- 
ment of persons so selected, the highest testimony is uni- 
formily borne, by the Departments to which they were 
responsible, to the vigor and efficiency of the system then 
existing, to the general economy of their management, to 
the order and subordination prevalent in them, and to the 
gratifying and increasing improvement in the machinery 
used, and in the excellence of the fire arms fabricated there. 
Contentment and order prevailed among the operatives ; 
permanent residences were acquired by the intelligent me- 
chanics there employed; and active zeal was manifested 
for the public interests, and mechanical skill and ingenuity 
stimulated to its highest point, from which the Government 
has received inappreciable benefits. These manufactories 
have been, since 1815, under the supervision and control of 
the Ordnance Department.”’ 

That is the language in which the Committee 
on Military Affairs spoke of the civil superin- 
tendence,-and the results achieved underit. I do 
not mean to attack the civil superintendence, but 
| propose to show that if it is entitled to chese 
compliments, it would be aifficult to measure the 
amount of praise to which the military superin- 
tendence is entitled. 

[| take facts as I find them, and I will first refer 
to the economical part of this subject. In the 
year 1822a musket of the old pattern was pro- 
duced at the Springfield Armory for $11 50, and 
in 1839, the last year in which muskets of the old | 
pattern were made, it was produced at a cost of 
$11 79. There were some slight fluctuations of | 
cost in the years intervening between 1822 and 
1839, and in the last year there was‘a slight in- 
crease in the cost at which the old musket was 
produced. 

In 1840 the new model was introduced, and the | 
cost of the muskets that year, under civil super- 
intendence, was $17 44. The cost rose at once, 
although most of the muskets manufactured that 
year were of the old model, some five or six dol- 
lars. For reasons, however, which it is unneces- 
sary to go into, I do not rely on the cost for the 
year 1840 as a basis of comparison. 


In 1341 the change of superintendence was made, | 
and in April of that year Colonel Ripley, the pres- | 
ent superintendent, took the charge of the Spring- | 
field Armory. He made no changes of any im- | 


portance until after September, 1841, which was 
the close of the fiscal year. During that year, 
partly under his superintendence, but actually un- 
der the rules and labor tariff of the civil system, 
the cost of the musket was $16 53. I then as- 
sume, and I believe it cannot be contradicted, that 
when the military superintendent came there, the 
settled cost of the musket, under the civil superin- 
tendence, from which superintendence the com- 
mittee say the Government received inappreciable 
benefits, was $16 53. More than ten years have 
since elapsed. Now, during the seventeen years 
which preceded that time, with all the improve- 
ments in machinery claimed by the committee, 
and all the energy which it is said that the civil 
superintendency exhibited, the cost of the musket 
of the old model not only did not diminish, but 
slightly increased. During the last year of the 
practical operation of the civil system, after the 
machinery had been completed and the new labor 
tariff established for the new musket, the cost of 
manufacturing the musket was $16 53. I now 
take the sub 
tary superintendence has been in operation, and I 


THE 


stitute because I do not consider that there || find that the cost of manufacturing muskets has 
| inution of just about one half. 


urns, illustrates what | have said; 
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efficiency of the economy with which that estab. 
lishment has been managed. 

Mr. McNAIR. A gentleman from my district 
has informed me that it costs $1,500 to make the 
tools before they could make a single musket. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 do not know how'that is, but 
the gentieman will see, upon examination and cal- 
culation, that if he will leave out of view the year 


been reduced from $16 53 down to $8 75—a dim- 
The following statement, taken from official re- 


Statement of the annual cost of the musket, at the Spring 
field Armory, from 1822 to 1851, inclusive, taken from the 
official returns. 


»“ ® ~ ~ > . 

In oon seteer cevies we ‘ | In Samana cwesones a ot 1840, when the cost of manufacturing a musket 
Wie asc cccenss SEE 1839..........2-. 1f 79 | Was $7 44, and when these tools were made, anid 
Wet ai... vrei 10 50 BOON cnccdossies 7 i4| come to the year 1841, after the tools were made 
— te teeeeeceees 10 47 WEAR sseerseees 16 53°) and in full opermicn, the cost of a musket to the 
iam ooh een rerre = = os SESS SPITE OMS . = Government was sti!l $16 53. 
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I say, then, that if the civil superintendency 
which, in the seventeen years, made no change in 
the cost of manufacturing muskets, or if any 
change, a change in the wrong direction, is enti- 
tled to the credit which the Military Committee 
awards to it, how much more is the military super- 
intendency entitled to credit for having diminished 
the cost one half. 

Mr. McNAIR. Did it not cost a great deal to 
make the tools with which to manufacture the 


| new muskets, and did not that greatly increase | 
| the cost of their production under the last years of 


the civil superintendency ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no doubt that that is true 
for the year 1840; but I take the general fact, that 
from 1822 down to 1839, the old muskets, which 


| really were worth fivedollars less than the new, cost 


from $11 50 to $11 79; and the gentleman should 
remember, that in 1841, after the new tools and ma- 
chinery had been constructed, the cost of the new 
muskets was $16 53, and that fact cannot be gain- 
sayed. But in eleven years, the cost was brought 


| down to $875. Now, how was thatdone? Ifit had 


| been done by reducing the wages of the workmen 


below a living price, it might have been said that it || 


was such a saving as was unworthy of this Gov- | 
ernment to make. But itwas notso. They were 
required to work only ten hours a day, while 
workmen in other establishments were required 


| to work twelve hours a day; and it is a fact that 


the average sum earned by the Springfield work- 


than the average under the old system; for they 
earned on the average, $37 87 per month on the 
old system, and have earned an average of $38 84 
per month on the new system. So that in the 


| savings. 


| pense of the manufacture of new tools, to the fact, 


upon a musket, under the civil superintendence, 
as compared with the present cost, is $3 83 on 
each musket. 

That result has been obtained mainly in two 
modes—one is by improvements in machinery, 
and the other by savings in labor, by requiring 
| that the workmen should labor during the ten 





sequent ten years, in which the mili- | 





hours per day for which they are paid. There 
| were, at the time the military superintendent came 
there, workmen who, by working ten hours a 
| day, at the prices then paid, might have earned 
| $7 99 per day, and those very workmen, by labor- 
ing ten hours under the present tariff of prices, 
| can earn $3 83 per day. 


the workmen labored but from three to six and 


appear that they did not work the full extent of 
time, because they could earn a good day’s wages 
without doing so. 
form. I care not what general praises are be- 
stowed upon the civil system; I take the simple 
facts, that for seventeen years before the military 
superintendency went into operation, there had 
been no reduction in the cost of manufacturing 
muskets, and that two years before that time, the 
cost all at once ran up five or six dollars; that 
when the military system came in, they cost 
$16 53, and in ten or eleven years, that cost was 
reduced about one half, as evidence enough of the 


that, when it can make them for $8 75? IL pre- 
sume the gentleman’s friend would be glad to have 
the system changed. 

Mr. McNAIR. They were not made for that 
sum for several years. 

Mr. DAVIS. lt formerly cost sixteen or sev- 
enteen dollars, up to the time the change was made; 
and this superintendent has succeeded in reducing 
the expense to $8 75. 

I will now refer to the testimony of Mr. Pom- 
roy, a highly-respectable gentleman, an inhabitant 
of Pittsfield, who used to manufacture arms for 
the Government on contract. In 1844 he testified 
as follows: 

«I have examined muskets this morning, and I can say 
that there is a general improvement in them from 1840 to 


1844. Ithink there bas been a decided improvement in 
model, and material, and workmanship. The improve- 


| ments have progressed more rapidly from year to yenr since 


men has been a little more, for the last ten years, | 


most essential particular, of compensation, the | 
workmen are as well off as they were before, | 
while the Government has made these enormous | 


| I call the attention of the gentleman from Penn- | 
| sylvania, [Mr. McNarre,] who talks about the ex- | 


that the difference of the cost of labor bestowed | 


The fact is, that under the old system, many of | 


seven hours a day, and in many instances it would | 


Now, these things needed re- | 


Major Ripley has been there than before. The work has 
been better done since Major Ripley has been here than be- 
fore he came.’”’ 

In answer to a question as to the effect of Ma- 
jor Ripley’s administration upon his armory, he 
says: 

‘*Ithas destroyed the whole capital forme. | own an 
armory which cost me $30,000, and it is not now worth, for 
making arms, anything to me, which would not have been 
the case, I think, if a civil superintendent had been here.’ 

He also says: 


“My workmen for twenty years past have complained 
that at the United States armory they gut much betier wages 


| for less work than they did at my argmory.’’ 


There were one hundred and forty-eight thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-three muskets made 
within the last twelve years. At the stated price 
of 1840, which was the last year of the unmixed 
civil superintendency, that quantity of muskets 
would have cost $2,594,000. It bas actually cost 
$1,660,000, making a difference of $934,000. If 
you adopt the price of 1841 as a basis, which is 
undoubtedly fairer, the difference is still nearly a 
million of dollars saved to the Government. 

I have heard a great deal about economy in 
this House. I hear it every day, and it dees me 
good to hear such good talking on the sulject as 
we sometimes get here. But Colonel Ripley has 
carried out what our speech-makers theorize about. 
He has saved on a grand scale enough to pay five 
times over for all the time we have wasted here. 
Nor do [ admit that he can be justly charged with 
extravagance for expenditures upon buildings. 
The new buildings which have been erected there 
are doubtless noble pieces of architecture; plain, 
massive, firm as the hills, of the very best ma- 
terial, calculated to jast for centuries, and to illus- 
trate the completeness and thoroughness of those 
who planned and built them. But not one of 
those buildings was erected without the order of 
his official superiors of the Democratic party, and 
not a dollar has been expended but can be satis- 
factorily accounted for. 

It may be said that the economic changes made 
by Colonel Ripley would have taken place at any 
rate; that in any event, and under any system, 
the cost of the musket would inevitably have been 
reduced by reason of improved machinery and 
reduced cost of materials. The answer to that 
suggestion is, that in it, during the seventeen last 
years of the civil superintendency, no such reduc- 
tions occurred in price, and that the price of arms 
gradually increased. It was perfectly obvious, 
then, that reform was needed; for the Govern- 
ment, the best paymaster in the country, had to 

|; pay more for arms than private individunls. 


|| Mr. CARTTER. I wish to submit a question 
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to the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
It is: Whether the argument of economy, so far 
as the Springfield armory is concerned, holds 
rood with reference to the one at Harper’s Ferry? 
desire to ascertain whether there is an uniformi- 
ty of improvement. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am not able to answer the 
gentleman’s inquiry as fully as | would wish. 
The subject of the economy of the Harper’s Ferry 
armory will fall under the consideration of my 
friend from Virginia, (Mr. Fau.kner,} who is to 
reply to me. 


Ferry as at Springfield. ‘Though coal and iron is 
not as cheap at the latter as at the former place, 
there is a difference in favor of the Springfield arm- 
ory in the cost of the manufacture of arms. At 
Springfield, for the last two years, the average cost 
of the musket has been $8 75, whilst at Harper’s 
Ferry it has been $9 60. The difference is less 
than what I at first supposed; but there still is a 
difference, 1 am led to believe, however, that 
there is a very essential reduction in the cost since 
the abolition of the civil superintendency. 

I take with regard to the system the same view 
that I think any business man would take. I judge 
of the skill with which a farm has been cultivated 
by the amount of the crop, as compared with the 
nature of the soil. | judge of the skill with which 
a manufacturing establishment is conducted, by 
the results produced. If the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana shall be adopted, and the 
office of a superintendent shall again become what 
he nicknames a civil, but what in fact will bea 
political appointment, all the sluggishness and all 
the waste which formerly existed, will exist again. 
Against Mr. Robb, the former civil superintendent, 
I would say nothing harsh. He, I believe, had at 
one time been in the Army as a non-commissioned 
officer. He afterwards became a clergyman, and 
whilst a clergyman he was appointed to the super- 
intendency. So that it “ial appear that the ex- 
istence of a civil superintendency did by no means 
in fact insure the appointment of the person best 
qualified, by training and experience, to superin- 
tend a mechanical business. 


I cannot see any reason why arms | 
should not be manufactured as cheap at Harper’s 


I am willing to take it for granted that Mr. Robb 


was quite as well fitted for the office as any person 


likely to be selected under the civil system, and | 
by an appointing power swayed by political con- | 


siderations. Believing that the civil system has 
been fairly tried, and has done its best, [ would 
ask the economists of the committee, whether it is 


right at this time to change back to it again, when | 


it is susceptible by demonstration that not far from 
one million of dollars has been saved at the single 
armory of Springfield, by the energy and efficiency 
of the new system of superintendency ? 
pathies are for the civil rather than the military 
system. But if the one system has proved waste- 
ful, and the other has proved economical, can 


there be a doubt which of these it is our duty to | 


abide by, unless it is proved that in the one there is 


an inherent and inevitable tendency to oppression | 


which is not found inthe other? And on this 
point Lam much influenced by the consideration 
already adverted to, that the wages now earned are 
as great as ever; that the time of labor is two 
hours less than in private establishments; that 
there is nothing military in the system except the 
control of a military man; and that the rules as to 
reading, tobacco-spitting, &c., are nota whit more 
stringent than those of all the principal manufac- 
turing establishments of the eastern States, nor 
materially different in terms, as I understand, from 
what they were under the civil system, although 
more rigidly enforced. 

[ am far from claiming that there is an exclu- 
sive fitness of military men for the superintend- 
ence of these cotilidinhunante. 
however, that there is much in their education and 
in their habits which would fit them for such a su- 
perintendency. Their education gives them, or 
should give them, a knowledge of the modes of pre- 


|| party hack stperintendent heavier upon them than | 
| the loins ofany army martinet. Willany nine 

| this? 

|| all over the Union dictate the appointment and re- | 


I am of opinion, | 


paring the materials of war. Then the military | 
education, all over the world, promotes habits of | 


neatness, of order, of method, so essential where 
economical results are to be produced by the co- 
éperating labor of large bodtes of men. I find 
that men of business, at the North and the South, 
have acted often on the idea that we are now 
called upon to repudiate. g 
the early railroads in New England were con- 


ES 


A large proportion of | 


My sym- |! 
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Providence railroad was constructed under the 


direction of General McNeil. The Worcester 

railroad was constructed under the supervision 

of Colonel Fessenden, the Connecticut river rail- 

road under that of Captain Childe, and the West- 

ern railroad under the charge of Major Whistler. 

The president of the latter road, which is the | 
largest railroad corporation in New England, is 

Captain Swift, also a graduate at West Point. 

] understand from the member from the Suffolk 
district, [Mr. AppLeron,] now near me, that 
Major Whistler was, for a number of years, in 
charge of the machine shop at Lowell, and that he 
was as efficient and as populara superintendent as 
that establishment ever had; and that at this mo- 
ment a former lieutenant in the Navy has the 
charge of one of the principal manufacturing es- 
tablishments of Massachusetts. I find, then, that 
business men, looking at this thing as a business 
matter, although they by no means go upon the | 
ground of the exclusive fitness of military men, yet 
have found in them a fitness, a marked fitness, 
for such posts. I am not aware that the em- 
ployees of these corporations have ever objected to 
the appointment of military superintendents. On 
the contrary, [ think that these military superin- 
tendents are, as a general rule,as popular with the 
fea, oF employed as the civil superintendents 
ave been; and yet it would be as correct to say 
that the military discipline has been introduced 
into all the establishments I have named as into 
the Springfield armory. 

The proposition of the gentleman from Indiana 
implies the creation of two new offices and two 
new salaries; for the present superintendents, as | 
officers of the Army, must at any rate continue 
to be paid from the public treasury, and the du- 
ties which they now perform at the armories are 
merely devolved upon them in addition to their 
other military duties. I will not discuss at length 
the considerations of economy which should for- 
bid this unnecessary addition to the civil list of 
the country; for there is another objection which 
lies deeper down, and has far more weight in my 
mind. It is, that the proposition of thefgentleman 
from Indiana is to create two new political offices; 
and by that very act to make six hundred places 
of workmen at these two armories political places || 
also. At this moment, in the Springfield armory, 
out of three hundred persons employed, less than 
fifty hold the opinions of the party to which I | 
belong. Under a Whig national Administration, 
that armory has remained untouched by party 
proscription. I do not wish to see that state of | 
things changed. We have enough of proscrip- | 
tion for opinion’s sake now. It is the cancerous || 
sore of the body-politic. 

Under the operation of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, the office of superintend- 
ent will become again political, and the three 
hundred Springfield workmen will also be added | 
to the melancholy crowd whose subsistence de- | 
pends upon the fluctuations of politics. The day || 
will come when they will find the little finger of a | 


{ 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


| the committee on the armory bill. 
| claims upon the attention of this body, beyond 
| the official facts which I shall lay before it, and 
| if the remark of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. 





Will any man say that the reasons whic 


moval of postmasters, sheriffs, registers of pro- || 
bate, constables, &c., may not be made to apply || 
with equal force to the laborer who earns the || 


| Government money with the sweat of his brow? 


structed under the direction of military men. The |) 


I protest in advance against this result. In 1840, | 
if this office had then been political, the Whigs, | 
if they had followed the example previously set | 
by the Democrats, would have made a clean sweep 

of all Democratic workmen. In 1844, the Whigs 

thus appointed would ayain have had the poisoned || 
chalice returned to their own lips. In 1848, the-|| 
same see-saw game of mutual injury, breeding || 


|, mutual hatred, would again have been played; 


and we are now called upon, in 1853, to extend, || 
in a new direction,a system go revolting in itself, | 
and so injurious to the country. Mr. Chairman, | 
has this system of making non-political offices the || 
reward of political adventurers been so productive 
of good that we had better extend it ? 
I may perhaps be told that my apprehensions 
are unfounded, and that political proscription will 
never be extended to the operatives of the arm- || 
ories. Who can tell that? Why not remove an 
operative who has wrong opinions on the subject || 


| 





of the tariff as readily as a sorter of letters who || 
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what we have seen on all sides, shall set limits to 
party cupidity or to political rancor? It Will not 
be the man who makes the best guns, but the 
man who makes the best stump-speeches, who jg 
the best party man, that will stand the best chance 
whether as superintendent or as workman. This 
sort of thing has already gone far enough. The 
country has not suffered so much from the partisan 
character of post office appointments, because jn 
truth one person can easily become about as skill. 
ful as another in the sorting and distribution of 
Jetters; but when it comes to the construction of 


| materials of national defense, requiring the utmost 


skill and the greatest fidelity, I am inclined to 
abide by that system which will produce the best 
guns for the lowest price, and which, at the same 
time, shall make the condition of the persons em. 
ployed most comfortable and most certain. The 
amendment which I have offered, if adopted, will 
enable Congress at least to do what they cannot 
do now, to judge the facts of the matter on fj! 


/and impartial information, without being driven 


to rely on ex parte and informal statements, 
Without such full information, I think Congress 
ought not to come to any final action on the sub. 
ject, and after such information shall have been 
obtained, the action of Congress, whatever it may 
be, will at least be exempt from the charge of 
being immature, passionate and ill-considered. 
Mr. FAULKNER. [avail myself ofthe earliest 
opportunity of returning my thanks to the House 


|| for the vote taken this morning, by which | have 
|| been allowed to be heard on the question under 


consideration. I have desired to present my views 
on this amendment, because, in my judgment, it 
will, if adopted, promote the just wishes of a por- 
tion of my constituents, and will, as I shall en- 
deavor to show, advance the true interests of this 
Government. A distinguished member of this 


| body remarked in this Hall, a few days ago, that 
| he did not believe that Henry Clay himself, in 
| the palmiest days of his eloquence, could, at 


this period of the session, arrest the attention of 
Sir, I have no 


Brown] be founded in a correct estimate of the 
members here present, the prospect of reaching 
what I considera sound conclusion on this contro- 
verted question of national policy is certainly a 
very gloomy one. What do we see around us? 


|The agitation of this question before Congress 
has brought the whole Ordnance Corps, and its ° 


friends, into the field. The respectable head of 
that bureau has addressed us through the public 
press in denunciation of the former and in vindi- 
cation of the existing system. The superintend- 
ent of the armory at Springfield has abandoned 
his post there, and is kindly aiding us in our le- 
gislative functions here. Other ordnance officers 
have been visiting the members at their chambers, 
instilling into their ears their ex parte views of this 
question, and if I,a eee of the people, 
in the only forum which the Constitution has pro- 
vided for the discussion of such subjects, cannot 
receive a fair and patient hearing to controvert the 
statements which have been made, then I say 
that, so far as this question is concerned, legisla- 
tion is a farce, and Congress has ceased to be that 
tribunal which the Constitution designed it. 

Sir, I believe I am justified in saying, that the 
entire population of that portion of my district 
where the national armory is situated, is against 
the continuance of the ee military system. 
I speak not merely of the mechanics in the em- 
ployment of the Government, but of all who pro- 
fess to take any interest in, or to comprehend the 
subject. If there be any dissenting voices, they 
have not reached my ears. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] 
represents the only other national armory in the 
country, and notwithstanding the numerously- 
signed petitions which have been forwarded from 
that place, remonstrating against the existing 
policy, he tells us that the better class of the pop- 
ulation in Springfield, meaning, I suppose, the 
merchants, lawyers, hotel-keepers, editors, and 
gentlemen at large, are opposed to any change. 
Sir, such was not the voice of Springfield once. 
The day was, when, in her town hall, in a full 
meeting of her people, after discussion by leading 
men of the town, she unanimously announced that 


disbelieves in the resolutions of 98? Who, after || ‘* the system of military superintendence was pre- 
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‘ judicial to the interests of the Government, unjust | 
‘and cruel to the armorers, degrading to freemen, | 
‘and unsuited to the character of New England 

‘mechanics.”? Whence this change in the spirit | 
of her dream? Her citizens then understood the | 
question. Itwasa question involving principle. | 
Why this change, if, according to the statement of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, change there | 


which the potent influence of money so frequently | 
achieves in this world? Is it to be ascribed to 
those special appropriations, amounting to near a 
million of dollars, which have been expended there 
in the ten years of the military system? Is it to | 
those costly buildings erected by the Government, 
which embellish and adorn that prosperous New 
England village? Has experience shown that the | 
Government mechanic may be degraded, and yet 
that Springfield may nevertheless advance in pros- 
perity and beauty? Wealso have had our special 
appropriations at Harper’s Ferry, not so large, it | 
is true,as those at Springfield, but still very large; | 
we have had magnificent buildings erected there; | 
in addition to all that, we have a superintendent 
and a paymaster whom everybody loves, and yet 
my constituents are not reconciled to the military 
rule. They havestruggled against it for ten years, 
and they mean to struggle against it until it is 
abolished. The expenditure of money cannot pur- 
chase their support of a policy in conflict with 
their republican tastes and opinions. 
Whilst the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


but a limited period within which to speak. 
not know to what class of conservatives the gen- 
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Mr. FAULKNER. 1 do. 
Mr. WILCOX. Will the gentleman give me 


five minutes for explanation ? 


Mr.FAULKNER. My friend will pardon me. 
I cannot spare the time. 1 have much to say and 
1 do | 


tleman from Mississippi belongs; but when that 


Is it one of those miraculous conversions | gentleman is informed that the system which we 


propose to restore is that which was originally es- 
tablished by the fathers of this Republic—that it 
had its commencement under the administration 
of George Washington, and was continued through 
the administrations of Jefferson, Madison, Mon- 
roe, and Jackson, without complaint from any 
quarter—he will perceive how wholly inappropri- 
ate to this amendment is the imputation of pro- 
gressive radicalism. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Witcox} 
also traced the source of the present movement to 
an unjustifiable hatred of military men, whilst the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Stan cy] as- 
cribed ittoan inordinate love for civil office. There 
is not, | think, any foundation for either of these 
opinions. Whetherthe gentleman from North Car- 
olina has based his conjecture upon any special 
information which he possesses of applications for 
this appointment, or has merely uttered the remark 
as a general sarcasm against an infirmity very 
common throughout the country, and from which 
my district may not be more exempt than any 
other, | donot know. All that I can say is, that | 


57 


posenow to restore, was in operation in this coun- 
try from 1793 up to the Ist of Api, 1841, when 
it was, as | conceive, without due authority of 
law, changed by the then Secretary of War ? 
During the period of near half a century of its ex- 
istence, what were its practical results? I under- 
take to affirm, from the best information which I 
have been enabled to obtain, that the armories 
were never in a more prosperous condition than 
during the latter period of their civil administra- 
tion. That there have been periods when the same 
lethargy characterized their operations which was 
apparent in all the other suberdinate departments 
of the Government, I have no doubt. I allude to 
that unwholesome lancuor which marked the gen- 
eral condition of the Government after Mr. Mon- 
roe came into power, when not a ripple disturbed 
the tranquilized surface of politics, and when the 
vigilant eye of party was withdrawn from the 
abuses and errors of public officers. That the na- 
tional armories then may have participated in 
the general debility of the body-politic, is very 
probable. But take the ten years preceding the 
period when the civil superintendence wus sup- 
planted, and I affirm that it will compare advan- 
tageously in every respect, with the ten years’ ex- 
periment which we have had of the present sys- 
tem. Happiness and contentment marked the 
condition of the mechanics; economy, good order, 
and the highest attainments of skill distinguished 
the general operations of those public establish- 
ments. Mechanical genius was stimulated by the 


Davis] very kindly disclaimed anticipating my | | am not aware that any such motive operates || liberal and manly policy of the Government. It 


course of argument, he nevertheless suggested that 
I might devote some portion of my remarks to | 
those personal controversies which have grown up 
between the superintendent at Springfield and the 
armorers and others at that place. 1 beg to as- 
sure him that I have no such purpose. If Colonel 
Ripley has been guilty of any acts of maladminis- | 
tration in office, of which I have formed no opin- 
ion and shall pronounce no judgment, that is an | 
Executive inquiry, with which T have nothing to 
do. I propose to examine the system, not to as- 
sail individuals. Iam the organ of the private 
feelings of no man or set of men. I represent no | 
private interests on this question. I shall discuss | 
itas a question of national economy and of na- | 
tional justice. “{ shall limit myself in its consid- 
eration to such topics only as in my judgment are | 
worthy of the attention of an American Congress. | 
| 


Like the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Iy- 
GERSOLL,] | have in my possession a large mass 
of aflidavits, which have been forwarded to me, the | 
perusal of which is well calculated to excite my | 
deepest sympathy and indignation. But I can | 
never permit my own opinions to be formed on | 


either at Harper’s Ferry or Springfield in produ- 
cing hostility to the present system. 

Sir, gentlemen may tax their inventions for 
the probable sources of the present agitation of 
this question, but they will never discover its true 


| cause until they have studied more deeply than 


they seem to have done, the character of the 
American people; and when they have done this, 
they will find that this unflagging, sometimes slum- 
bering, but never-dying hostility to the military 
rule springs from the genius of our institutions, 
and from the republican sentiments of our people. 
It is to be ascribed to that innate abhorrence which 


| every citizen feels at the gratuitous and unneces- 


sary introduction of military rule into the heart of a 
civil community; to that natural distrust and jeal- 
ousy of military power which marks the character 
of every free people, except when invoked for na- 
tional defense, or in the prosecution of a foreign 
war. Itis to be found in the absurd inappropri- 
ateness of placing an officer of the Army to reguiate 
the daily work of a corps of mechanics; in that 
fretful and feverish feeling which every worthy 
and respectable mechanic experiences at being sub- 


was during the civil administration of these estab- 


lishments that the inventive talents of Greer, Hall, 
and Moor were displayed in cheapening and per- 
fecting your small arms, from which the Govern- 
ment has derived such great and important benefits. 
It was then that the musket and rifle attained its 
most perfect model. Ifasolitary ray of inventive 
genius has been elicited under the crushing and 
deadening influence of the military rule-—if one 
single improvement has been suggested by any ar- 
tisan or superintendent under the present system— 
I have not heard of it. Money has been largely 
expended, it is true, of late years, and the exterior 
appearance of the national armories greatly im- 
proved. Handsome officers’ quarters and capa- 
cious workshops will now strike the eye, but the 
spirit which once gave life and elevation to the 


| moral beings who occupy those large establish- 


ments is to a greatextent gone. It might, without 
much exaggeration, be said of them what the poet 
has said of Italy— 
** In florid beauty palaces appear, 
Man is the only growth that dwindles here.”’ 


When the Ordnance Bureau was established, in 


such ex parte statements, still less use them on this || jected in his daily conduct to the petty restraints || the year 1815, the national armories were placed 


floor in the discussion of a public question. I | 
never resort to facts about which there may be | 
doubt or controversy. In all that I shall say on | 
this question, 1 will, so far as the nature of the | 
case will admit, fortify myself by reference to the | 
official reports of the War Department. 
Much has been said in this debate to which [ | 
could wish to reply, if the limited time allowed me | 
did not admonish me of the necessity of confining | 
my remarks exclusively to what is pertinent to the 
question now before us. I cannot, however, pass 
on without tendering my warmest thanks to the |. 
distinguished gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Gor- 
MAN] for the amendment which he has offered, and 
for the liberal, manly, and able argument which | 
he has presented to the House in support of that | 
amendment. I do this the more cheerfully, as he 
is removed from every local or personal influence | 
which could be supposed to bias his judgment. 


andannoyances of military discipline, without any 
adequate object or corresponding benefit to the 
country. Satisfy an American citizen that sub- 
mission to restraint is the duty of patriotism, and 
no one will be found more obedient than he to its 
most rigid requirements. Let him believe that it 
is capriciously and unnecessarily imposed, and he 
instantly becomes a rebel to such high-handed au- 
thority. This agitation is futher to be traced to 
that sympathy which such a state of things will 
excite in every community amongst those who 


are spectators of such needless wrong and injus- 


tice. 

Sir, that sympathy is seen in the petitions which 
now crowd your tables. Think you they came 
from the mechanics who are in the employment of 
the Government? No, sir. The mechanics dare 
not petition an American Congress for relief. 
Whether the power of dismission would be exer- 


The eager and expectant mechanics at your na- |, cised for such cause by any of the officers now in 
tional armories, a are looking with such pain- | command, I cannot say; but such insubordination, 
ful interest to the result of your action, will hank | under the existing regulations, would be cause for 
that gentleman for his generous sympathy and sup- || dismission from the armory. Their smothered 
port. The mechanics of the whole Union will || feelings can alone find expression through the 


thank him for the noble vindication which he has |! 
made of the just prerogatives and dignity of that || 
respectable en of our fellow-citizens. 

Sir, a gentleman in the course of the debate, a | 
few days ago, ascribed the present agitation of the | 
armory question to that progressive spirit of radi- || 
calism, which, like a tornado, is sweeping through || 
the country, prostrating all the established institu- | 
tions of the land under the tread of popular | 
power. 

Mr. WILCOX. Does the gentleman allude to | 
me? I] 


sympathy of friends, and through the voice of 
their representative upon this floor. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] 
besought and implored the House not to sanction 
the amendment of my friend from Indiana, in a 
tone and fervency of language well calculated to 
lead those not acquainted with the subject, to the 
conclusion that we were rushing upon some novel 
and reckless experiment heretofore unknown to 
the practice of this Government. Why, sir, is 
that gentleman uninformed of the fact, that the 
system of civil superintendency which we pro- 


| 


under the control and supervision of that. Depart- 

| ment, but the civil administration of thern contin- 
ued as before. Now, sir, I challenge the produc- 
tion of one single paragraph in al! the reports of 

| the Ordnance Department, from the time they were 

| placed under its control up to the period when the 

| civil administration was abolished, exhibiting the 
slightest ground of dissatisfaction with that system 
of administrative policy. On the contrary, | will 
show, by the reports of that Bureau, that ap to 
the period of the change, in 184], the highest evi- 
dence was uniformly borne to the successful oper- 
ation of the policy for which I contend, 

In his report of the 29th of Nevember, 1839, 
the Chief of that Bureau says: 

“The superiority of the small arms recently fabricated 
over those formerly made, evinces the utility of public es 
tablishments for improving this branch of the service.” 

Again, in his report of the 30th of November, 
1840, he says: 

‘The manufacture of muskets, according to the new 
model, has been successfully established at both of the na- 

| tional armories. The substitution of percussion instead of 
| flint locks, which is becoming general in Europe, will ren 
der the arms as nearly perfect as can be attained, and judg- 
ing from the specimen of foreign arms of the most epproved 
| patterns, recently imported, decidedly superior to any arms 
of foreign manufacture.” 

Here, then, sir, within a few short months be- 
| fore violent nands were laid upon this system, we 
| have the official declaration of the Ordnance De- 
| partment that the arms were nearly as perfect as 
| art and science could make them, and decidedly 
| superior to the most approved patterns of foreign 
| manufacture. So much for this now-decried sys- 

tem of civil administration. 

Why was it changed? What public necessity, 
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I can attribute it alone to the grasping and en- 
croaching spirit of this military bureau, which has 
caused it, with an eye that has never winked, and 
a tongue that has never tired, to amplify its juris- 
diction, and to extend its ramifications over the 
whole country, even into the heart of our peaceful 
and quiet villages. Why, sir, when this change 
was proposed ten years ago, upon the pretext of 
giving employment to the officers of the Ordnance 
Corps, their whole number consisted but of twen- 
ty-eight persons. Now, according to the Army 


Register just received, they have multiplied to | 


fifty-five. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will ask the gentleman from 
Virginia whether the statement is correct, which 

find in a pamphlet here, that the workmen, 
during the superintendency of Mr. Ames, were 
enlisted as common soldiers, and until the close of 
Colonel Prescott’s term, drew their rations like 
common soldiers? 

Mr. FAULKNER. [I believe there was a pe- 
riod in the history of the armories when the me- 
chanics were enlisted as soldiers. How long 


such a barbarous system prevailed I cannot ey | 
| the House of Representatives, and this House, by 


it has been many years since it disgraced our pu 
lic establishments. 

When, and under what circumstances was this 
change effected in the government of our national 
armories? In 1840, the Secretary of War dis- 
patched a commission of ordnance officers to ex- 
amine the most important arsenals, cannon found- 
eries and manufactories of small arms in Europe. 
They spent a few months in traveling over the 
Continent, and madea report of their observations 
to the War Department. Amongst their explora- 
tions, they found in the military and despotic 
monarchy of Prussia one or more establishments 


for the manufacture of arms under the control and | 


management of officers of the army. From the 
return of this commission from Europe, the idea 
seems to have taken possession of the Ordnance 
Department to follow out this Prussian precedent, 
and io place our national armories under similar 
regulations. If they made any effort to induce the 
Secretary of War, (Mr. Poinsett,) he who had 
sent the commission to Europe, to adopt their 


what public good required it? Sir, I can see none. | 


defy the citation of a case where they ever ousted 
| or sought to oust a superintendent, and the charge 
that they shot one is wholly and absolutely un- 
true. The unfortunate deed referred to occurred 
in my district. Dunn, a most accomplished gen- 
tleman and officer, was shot by a youth of the 
| name of Cox, who was certainly not at the time, 
if he ever had been, in the employment of the 
| Government. He was believed to be under the 
influence of liquor when he perpetrated the deed, 
| and many thought his conduct gave evidence of 
partial insanity. But be that as it may, he expiated 

iis crime upon the gallows, and from that day 
_ until my eye rested upon this statement of Colonel 


Talcott, 1 never heard the intimation expressed || 


| that any armorer or mechanic in the employment 
of the Government had any agency whatever in 
it. If it be intended as an imputation upon the 
| body of mechanics then at Harper’s Ferry, and 
many of whom still reside there, I pronounce it 
grossly and cruelly false. 
But to proceed with the legislative history of 
this measure, The bill for the reorganization of 
the Army having passed the Senate, was sent to 


the decisive vote of 103 to 77, struck out the sec- 
| tion abolishing the civil superintendencies and 
| authorizing the appointment of ordnance officers 
to take charge of the national armories. A Com- 
mittee of Conference was the result between the 
| two Houses. 


tary superintendents should be retained. This 
House disagreed to the report. Another com- 
| mittee was appointed, and they, concurring in the 
| same recommendation, this House, to save a more 
important measure of national policy, was com- 
pelled to surrender its convictions on the particu- 
lar provision now under consideration. And I 
think I shall be justified in asserting, that there 


never has been, and never will be, a moment when | 


|| this House could give a free and untrammeled 


views, it was wholly unsuccessful. On the 4th of | 


March, 1841, a Whig administtation came into 
power, and in less than four weeks from that day 
the civil superintendents were dismissed from 
otlice, and ordnance officers substituted in their 
places. 

At the following session (1841-42) the subject 
attracted the consideration of Congress, and in a 
bill reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the Senate for the general reorganization of the 
Army, a section was inserted to legalize the act of 
the Secretary of War, and to authorize the ap- 
pointment of officers of the Ordnance Corps to 
take charge of those establishments. After debate 
in the Senate, (as in Committee of the Whole,) 
this section was struck from the bill by the deci- 
sive vote of twenty-three to fourteen. Upon a sub- 
sequent day it was reinstated, the head of the 
Ordnance Bureau, Colonel Talcott, having on the 


morning of the day when it was to be finally acted | 


upon by the Senate, placed on the desk of each 


| 
| 


! 


| judgment upon the system of military superin- 
| tendence in our national workshops, that it at 
least, whatever another branch of the Government 
may do, would not be prompt to express its hos- 
tility to such a system. 

We have now seen how this system has been 
forced upon us. Let us next examine what its 
results have been, 

Mr. Chairman, this system was introduced upon 
the pretext of economy, and economy has been 
| the cry of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
| {[Mr. Davis,] throughout his whole speech. It 
was said: We have an Ordnance Corps who have 
| not sufficient employment; they can take charge 
| of these national armories, and thus we can get 
| rid of two otherwise useless officers. 
| Let me now call the attention of the committee 
| to a few statistics, drawn from the official records 
| of this body, and then let it beseen what economy 
| has been achieved for this nation by the substitu- 


|| tion of the military for the civil system. These 


statistics have been most carefully examined, and 


; ; 
| | am satisfied that there is not one material error 
11 


in them. I find that inten years under the military 


|| system, the grossexpenditures were $4,060,657 45, 


Senator a manuscript statement of the reasons | 


which impelled that department to take so active 
and zealous a part in urging the change of system 
upon Congress. That statement from the Ordnance 
Bureau had its effect. It changed the opinion of 
several Senators, enough to cause the section be- 
fore referred to, to be reinstated in the bill. That 
statement is now before me, and I am prepared to 
assert that it contains gross errors, ak if ex- 
rvosed at the time, as they might have been, would 
aie saved this country from the agitation of this 
subject for the last ten years. My object is not 
to review that paper of Colonel Talcott. It has 
performed the function for which it was designed ; 
nor would k refer further to it here, but that I 


learn some high officers of this Government have, | 


with a view to influence the present action of Con- 


gress, been retailing one or two of its misstate- | 
In that paper he says: ‘‘ The armorers | 


ments. 
‘can control a civil superintendent, and have often 
‘done it; they have occasionally ousted one, and 
‘they have shot one.”’ 

Now, sir, | pronounce this paragraph a slander 
upon the civil superintendents and upon the arm- 
orers. I defy the production of a single instance 


while in ten years under the civil system, the 
gross expenditures were $3,760,397 98; showing 
an excess in the expenditures under the military 
| system over those under the civil system of 
| $300,259 47. 

Mr. MASON. I would inquire of the gentleman 
| if those ten years under the military system, were 
not during a period of war? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The periods embraced in 
| my calculation to throw light upon the two sys- 
| tems, are the last ten years of the civil, and the 
| ten years which have expired of the military sys- 
| tem. 

Mr. MASON. At what date were they? 


| 


|| Mr. FAULKNER. From 1830 to 1840 under 


the civil, and from 1841 to 1851 inclusive, under 
the military administration. 

Mr. MASON. Exactly. Then the Mexican 
war took place during the ten years you have 
taken under the military system. 

Mr. FAULKNER. True. But I cannot per- 


| on the comparative results of the two systems. 
Mr. MASON. Why, of course more arms 





|| are required during a period of war than during a 


in which any improper control was exercised by || period of peace. 


That committee recommended that | 
the section authorizing the appointment of mili- || 
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the workmen over the civil superintendents. | | 


if 





| 
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ceive what possible influence that fact is to exert | 


| 
| each 
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Mr. FAULKNER. More arms may be re. 





quired for use in a period of war than ina period 
of peace, But it does not follow that more are 
manufactured in war. The very reverse will ap. 
pear upon an examination of the statistics of the 
armories. We had a large stock on hand in 1846 
as we have now. , 

But to proceed with my exhibit of the expendi. 
tures under the two systems. I find that the 


| special appropriations, which embraces the appro- 


priations for all other objects, except the manufac. 
ture of arms, made during the ten years of the mili- 
tary regime, amount to $970,301, and during ten 
years of the civil, to $413,308 73, showing an 
excess of special appropriations during the mili- 
tary rule of $556,992 27. 

Mr. DAVIS. Has the gentleman satisfied him- 
self that this excess was not for the construction 


|| of machinery, and not for the manufacture of 


arms? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am satisfied it was in 
part for new machinery. I classed them as spe- 
cial appropriations, which implies that they are 
not appropriations for the manufacture of arms. 
My purpose is to deal fairly with the subject, and 
I beg my friend from Massachusetts to hear me 
coolly, and he will find I will omit no fair view of 


| the subject. 


Let us now see what were the appropriations 


| during those respective omer for repairs, im- 


provments, and new machinery. During the ten 
years of the military, they amounted to $464,550; 
during the ten years of the civil, to $173,999 73; 
showing an excess of appropriations during the 
military, under this head, of $290,550 27. 

Mr. STANLY. Will the gentleman from Vir- 


| ginia inform me from what document he is quoting 
| those facts? 


Mr. FAULKNER. From the reports of the 


| Ordnance Department. 


Mr. STANLY. For what year? 
Mr.FAULKNER. For the several years em- 


| braced in my calculations. 


Mr. STANLY. Can you furnish them for 
ear? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ican. I have the tables 
| now before me, carefully prepared under my in- 
| struction, by one of the most competent and in- 
| telligent clerks of the Capitol, exhibiting in sepa- 
| rate columns the appropriations, expenditures, and 
| products of the two armories for each and every 
| year since 1830. The limited time allowed me to 
speak, enables me to present general results only. 
I have not time to go into many details that I 
would gladly lay before the committee. I am 
satisfied of the accuracy of these statistics, They 
are open to the examination of any gentleman 
who wishes to look at them. I will annex them 
to my remarks in the form of an appendix. [See 
| tables A and B next page.] 

I have now shown the general expenditures of 
the national armor‘es under the two systems of 
administration, and have shown how much greater 
the expenditures have been under the military 
| than under the civil, ina like number of years. 
And yet I am not here to contend that every 
expenditure of money is necessarily waste and 
extravagance, for it often happens that a judicious 
expenditure is the wisest economy. Then let us 
look at the product of arms fabricated under the 
two systems, and comparing the expenditures with 
| the products, inquire what the Government has 
gained by this excess of expenditure during the 
military system. I find that the number of arms 
fabricated during the ten years of the civil sys- 
| tem amounted to 235,410, and during the ten 
_ years of the military system to 232,710, inclu- 
| ding musketoons, showing, notwithstanding the 


‘eexcess of expenditure during the military, an ex- 


cess of product under the civil system of 2,700 


} ns. 
Paes. DAVIS. In the statement which the gen- 
| tleman made the other day, I understood him to 
| say that the number of muskets fabricated during 
| the last ten years was 137,794, and that the num- 
_ ber fabricated during the period of the civil su- 
|| perintendence was 127,876. 
that the number manufactured during the last 
pokes of ten years, were 232,710, while the num- 
|| ber manufactured during the ten years under the 
| civil system, was 235,410. Now, I ask him to 


|| state his last calculation, and tell me what is the 





| reason why it differs from the former one? 
Mr. FAULKNER. There is no discrepancy 


But now, he states © 
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in the two statements referred to by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. The error is entirely in 
himself, in confounding the products of one of the 
armories, with the aggregated products of both. 
I am not examining this system in any partial or 
sectional spirit, to exhibit what was done at 
Springfield, and what was done at Harper’s Fer- 


| 


A.—HARPER’S FERRY ARMORY. 








Amount appropriated. Arms man’d. 


! 
Amount ex- 

















- ——- 

= Man.ofarms.| Special. | Pemded vtskts.{Rif's | 
1831 $180,000 00) i $187,511 13 11,160) > 
i232 180,000 00| = —- —_—| 223,998 99) 12,000) 
1833 180,000 00} $50,295 00 209,000 39) 12,000) - 
1834 180,000 00) 46,704 73} 220,410 48, 12,000) - 
1535 165,000 00 - 169,689 64) 10,000) 1,714 
1836 £65,000 00) 77,897 00 192,762 46| 9,150) 1,800 
1837 180,000 00} 62,312 00; 190,698 98} 8,200)  - 
pans 180,000 00} * 240,483 89 12,000) 2,934 
1839 180,000 00 - 182,387 51) 5,850) - 
]3840 180,000 OV 50,000 00) 174,453 56 8,304} 422 














| $287,208 73, $1,990,697 03! 100,664] 6,870 


$1,770,000 0 


Average cost from the year 1831 to 1840, both inclusive, on | 
107,535 arms, iS...+++s+++ eccceeee eccccccccccesesQie Ol 





HARPER’S FERRY ARMORY. 





| Arms man’d. 


i opriated. | 
Amount spping Amount ex- | 





























ee eepsenie te apeamneretl sl een | 
- Man. of arms.| Special. pended. \M°kts. Rifles. | 
—— | _ | 

1842 $175,000 00) $30,000 00} $159,825 15) 6,575, 1,301 | 
1843, 150,000 00) 30,500 Oo} 118,694 70) 3,105 - |} 
1844 100,000 00} 12,000 00 129,693 29} 600) 2,700 | 
1845 180,000 00) 18,000 00} 168,451 54) 2,225) - 
1846 150,000 09) 128,360 00 235,613 61) 12,203 700 
1847, 180,000 00} 17,770 00} 262,824 61) 12,000) 3,054 
1848 180,000 O0| 53,091 00} 258,534 Lx) 11,000) 2,802 | 
1849 180,000 00} 62,820 00 237,227 56) 8,300) 1,925 | 
1850 180,000 00) 50,560 00 219,414 25) 9,600) 2,676 | 
1851 18),000 00} 23,160 00) 252,088 69) 11,100) 3,050 














$1,655,000 00\$426,201 00) 92,042,367 58| 76,708) 18,208 
Deduct amount paid from ord | 
nance appropriation......... 





14,048 00 





aS, 


$2,028,319 58 
Average cost from the year 1842 to 1851, both inclusive, on 





94,916 arms, i8...... eee Ocegctecné coed easeds #21 34 
Cost prior tO 1842... ..0eee cece eeeees cece ceesees - 1851 
Excess of military over civil on each arm.......... $2 83 
Difference on the average cost of $2 83 on 94,916 arms, | 

AMOUNES tO.....- cece eeeeees Ce raccescese + + + $268,612 28 | 


B.—SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. | 


























aes 
Z | Amount appropriate d. Amsount seca 
3 ocala " ‘ 
~ Man. ofarms. Special. expended. fab’ed. 
1831 | $180,000 00 - $194,318 61 16,500 | 
1832 | 180,000 00 - 182,649 58 | 13,000 | 
1833 140,000 00 | $25,100 00 178,918 18 | 12,400 | 
1834 180,000 00 | 25,500 00 | 184,573 03 | 14,000 
1835 | 165,000 00 * 4 164,959 92 13,000 | 
1836 | 165,000 00 45,000 00 186,607 79 13,500 | 
1837 | 180,000 00 . 222,843 32 14,500 | 
1838 | 180,000 00 - |} 187,902 90 | 15,000 | 
1899 | 180,000 00 | 20,000 00 | = 131,441 05 | 10,000 | 
1840 | 120,000 00 10,500 00 135,486 57 | 5,976 |} 
$1,770,000 00 | $126,000 CO |g1,769,700 95 | 127,876 1 


send tical Riatecai etd 3 1} 











Average cost from the year 183] to 1840, inclusive, on 
127,876 muskets is $13 85. 


SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 





No. of 














: | Amount appropriated. Aundout | 
O-Rers, ] ded. ; 
~ |Man.ofarms.| Special. — fab’ed. 
| geeereenceeerennsisiamn faesnnsneisisaanes comes asannasnonsnigusinasibessibas | 
1842 | $175,000 00 | $20,000 00 | $156,131 92 9,720 | 
1843 | ~ 150,000 00 | °26,500 00 78,816 13 4,600 | 
1844} 100,000 00 | 25,000 00 139,240 70 7,890 
1845 | 180,000 00 | 99,500 00} 173,047 24] 11,379 
1846 | 150,000 00 | 125,000 00 | 214,394 57 | 14,265 
1447 | 180,000 00 18,500 60 253,304 84 14,501 | 
1848 | 180,000 00 | 96,000 00 | 227,544 21} 16,0694 
1849 180,000 OU 91,500 00 261,475 14 16,215 
1850 180,000 00 | 65,100 00 243,096 79 | 20,155 
1851 | 180,000 00 | 47,000 00| 271,308 33 | 23,000 | 
$1,655,000 00 |$544,100 00 | 92,018,289 87 | 137,794 





nance appropriation.......... 57,577 37 


———— 


| 
| 
Deduct amount paid from ord | 


$1,950,712 50 


AE ES SEA. Ok kd 
Difference in the average cost of $1 49 on 127,794 mus- | 

kets amounts to $190,413 06. j 
Average cost On 137,794 iS....cccesecerececeeseeed B14 B® | 
Cost under civil administration........... 
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Difference in the average cost of, $50,983 78, 


| tail—an examination 


' within the last ten years. 
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ry. Iam looking at the system as a whole, and 
presenting its results. I say,then, taking the prod- 
ucts of the two national armorics, the aggregate 
of guns fabricated during the ten years of civil 
administration was 235,410, and during the ten 
years at the military, 232,710; showing an excess 
under the civil, of 2,700 guns. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
looks with a fond and somewhat partial feeling 
upon the Springfield armory, may say that by 
these aggregated results, | do injustice to the north- 
ern establishment, and that the result of a com- 
parison of product during ten years of civil, and 
ten years of nilitaryrule at Springfield, will show 
an excess of product during thé latter: 


Product in ten years of military.....137,794 
Product in ten years of civil.........127,876 
Excess in favor of military....... 9,918 


This is all true, sir. But look at the enormous 
difference of expenditure during the same periods 
at Springfield: 

Expenditures during ten years of 

MIILUALY, « ooo ce ee ee cece eo 02,019,289 87 

Expenditures during ten years of 

GRVELs 0c os wee enesecanece bel sseeseee Oe 
248,588 92 
Thus exhibiting an excess of expenditure of 





| nearly one quarter of a million of dollars, and an 


excess of product of less than ten thousand mus- 
kets and musketoons! Does my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts regard these results as furnishing any 
ground for boasting of the operations of the Spring- 
held armory? 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask the gentleman whether, out 
of that nearly a quarter of a million of dollars, 
there is not to be taken ‘Out the cost of altering a 
hundred and sixteen thousand old muskets into 
the new form? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Sir, it is impossible for 
me to examine these expenditures, within the short 
time allowed me, in all of their minute details. I! 
can only look at general results. I am allowed 


, but a single hour to present the subject before this 
| House in its various statistical, economical, and 


moral aspects, and | must be pardoned. if | cannot 
permit myself to be drawn from the course of ar- 
gument which | think best calculated to enlighten 


| the committee. 


Mr. DAVIS. I will only ask this simple ques- 


tion, and I trust I shall not trespass upon the | 


gentleman’s courtesy again. I desire to know 
whether he undertakes to show, taking out the 
cost of altering these one hundred and sixteen 
thousand muskets, that the excess in the appro- 
priations for the Springfield armory was what he 
now states ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I repeat to the gentleman 
that his inquiry would involve the necessity of an 


examination of these expenditures in all their de- | 


from which | would not 
shrink if I had time to pursue it, and do justice to 
other views of this subject. 


I have thus shown the general results of the two | 


systems, in their expenditures and products. [ will 


] have shown that there has been nearly 
one million of dollars of special appropriations 
The main purpose 
of this expenditure has been to cheapen the cust of 
the production of the arms, and much of it has 
been expended on new machinery for that pur- 
pose. The standing vaunt of the present system 
is, that it has reduced the cést of the production of 
the musket, and upon this it boldly challenges a 
continuance of public favor. 


| now examine the cost of the musket under the two | 
| systems. 


From the ordnance report, we learn that the aver- 


age cost of the musket at the two armories during 
the last year was: at Springfield $8 75, at Har- 
er’s Ferry $9 993, making an average of $9 37. 
his is the superintendent's estimate of the cost 
of the musket. Upon what principles and data 
does he make his estimate? We do not know. 


_If we did, we might most materially differ from 


him in opinion as to the elements entering into the 
fair cost of the musket. Does he estimate the 
cost to the Government upon the same principle 
that a private capitalist would estimate the cost to 
himself? Is there any allowance for wear and 
tear of machinery? for capital invested? for su- 
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ore 


to show. But concede the fact that the averaze 
rice of a musket in 1852 costs the Government 
bat $9 37, is it fair to take the eost of one or two 
ears to test the relative merits of two systems? 
te us take the'two systems for a series of years, 
and see what has been the average cost of each 
In House decument 207, page 23, Twenty-seventh 
Congress, second session, we have the price of the 
musket under the civil system, for a period of 
eighteen years, from 1822, inclusive, to 1840. 


Cm», 


| We find that the musket in no year during this 
| time exceeded $11 84, and in 1829 was as low 


as $10 02; makmg an average during those eigh- 
teen years of $11 15. I have now before me a 
statement of the cost of the musket from 1841 to 
the present time, and the average cost I find to be 
$11 145. In this estimate I have excluded the 
cost of 1840 from the civil, and of 1841 from the 
military period, for reasons obvious to all ac- 
quainted with the subject. Here, then, we have 
the same average cost of the musket under the 
civil and under the military system. 

Mr. DAVIS. Now,l ask the gentleman, ina!} 
fairness, whether he intends to draw any argument 
from that? Is it not true that the new musket 
costs five or six dollars more than the old one? 
The gentleman knows that the cost of the new 
muskets is twenty-eight per cent. more than the 
old ones, and | ask in all fairness whether, if the 
gentleman is to make this comparison, he should 
not make a proper allowance for the difference of 


| the articles manufactered ? 


Mr. FAULKNER. 


The gentleman is now 


| yielding his claim of greater cheapness, and is 


falling back upon the indefinite pretension of a 


superior manufactured article. Upon this latter 


| point there will be a variety of opinions; but if 


** allowances’”’ are to be claimed as entering into 
this comparative estimate of costs, let the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts reflect upon the following 
elements of calculation in the price of the gun 
under the present and former system: 

‘Ist. Under the civil system, the superintendent’s 
salary was charged to the price of the musket 
Now it is paid from your public Treasury, and no 
account of it, 

2d. The substitution of the percussion for the 
flint lock has alone reduced the cost twenty-five 
cents on every musket. 1 

3d. The diminished cost of coal, iron, and steel, 
or certainly the diminished cost of freighton those 
articles to the armories. Coal, under the civ:) 
system, at Hurper’s Ferry, cost seven dollars per 
ton. It can now be delivered there fur three dol- 


| lars or three dollars and twenty-five cents. 


| the money spent and the arms made. 
perintendent’s salary, &c.,&c.? Sir, these sort of || 


| estimates are no criterion for the judgment and || expenditures during the last ten years of the civil 


Again: we are told by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts himself, and I cheerfully concede the 
fact, that the reduced cost of labor upon each mus- 
ket, in consequence of the extensive and costly 
machinery introduced, is $3 87! Now make a 
due ** allowance ”’ for all these considerations, and 
then see how far the present system can claim any 
advantages in cheapening the musket over the 
former system. 1 think there is not a gentleman 
who hears me who will not accord the meed of 
greater cheapness and economy to the civilsystem, 
when all things are justly weighed. 

So far I have been considering the cost of the 
musket upon the basis of the superintendent's est 
mate of that cost; but will this House, in such an 
inquiry as the present, be satisfied wuh any such 
estimate? You want to know the cost of the mus- 
ket to the Government under the two respective 
systems. How is this to be attained to your sat- 
isfaction but by ascertaining the whole expendi- 
ture at these armories for a given period—say ten 
years—then ascertaining the product in arms, and 
you thus see, not what a superintendent tells you 
that a musket costs you, but what your Treasury 
records tell you that it has cost you. When Cap- 
tain Maynadier, a distinguished officer of the Ord - 
nance Department, was examined as a witness on 
the trial of Colonel Ripley, as to the ¢ost of the 
musket at the rational armories, he said: 

In making this comparison, I have takep no superir 
tendent’s estimate of the cost of muskets made under his 
administration. but I have determined it for tyselt on the 
basis of the money spent and the arms made.” 

Now } apprehend this is the basis npon which 
this House will determine that question for itse!f— 
Let us see 


the results upon this principle of calculation. The 


action of this body, as I shall hereafter endeavour || system at Harper’s Ferry was $1,990,697 03; 
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product in arms, 107,534; upon this principle of 
calculation, making each arm cost $18 51. During 
the ten years of the military system, the expend- 
itures were $2,042,367 58, from which deduct 
amount paid from ordnance appropriation, $13,048, 
leaves $2,028,319 58; arms manufactured during 
these ten years, 94,916—average cost of each arm, 
$21 34. Excess of cost on each arm during mili- 
tary system $2 83, and that on 94,916 arms is 
equal to $268,612 28. 

So at Springfield, the amount expended during 
the ten years of civil system was $1,769,700 95; 


number of arms fabricated, 127,876; average cost | 


of each, $13.15. Under military rule, expendi- 


tures $2,015,289 87; deduct $57,577 37 paid from | 


ordnanceappropriation, leaves $1,960,712 50; num- 
ber of arms fabricated, including musketoons, 
137,794; average cost of each, $14 22; excess of 
cost of military over civil on each arm, thirty- 
seven cents, and that on 137,794 arms, equal to 
$50,983 73. 

{ maintain, then, sir, that there is no aspect of 
this question in which, upon any ground of pub- 
lic economy, it can be made to appear that the 


| say, ‘* the walks of civil life afford the widest range | 


10 


Government has gained anything by the introduc- |, 


tion of the present system. 

It has been asked, what grievances do the me- 
chanics labor under in consequence of the present 
system, that there should be so much hostility to 
it? It would be impossible for me to go into an 
examination of the restraints and annoyances which 
have grown out of this system, without resorting 
to a species of evidence which I never wish to 
bring to my aid on this floor. Perhaps I might 
be justified in calling the attention of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to sundry statements of his 
own constituents, sustained by the affidavit pub- 
lished and embraced in a pamphlet from which he 
has himself to-day quoted largely, and which 
etatements have not, so far as | am informed, been 
denied. 

If these statements be true—and no one ought to 
know the respectability of the affiants better than 
the gentleman from Massachusetts—it will be con- 
ceded that this system is liable to great abuses. 
But [ will prejudge no man or system upon ex 
parte aflidavit, even if they be published and are 
uncontradicted. I resort to a higher grade of evi- 
dence—to objections inherent in the system itself. 
That system contemplates an Army officer to take 
charge of these manufacturing establishments. 
For what purpose select him? Is it that he may 
enforce military rule and military discipline over a 
body of peaceful artisans and mechanics? What 
propriety or necessity for this? 
demonstrated to us that our mechanics will not 
work except under the lash of military rule ? 
it been left for our Government to make a discov- 
ery which no private capitalist seems yet to have 
dreamed of—a discovery so injurious and degrad- 
ing to the character of the American mechanic ? 
Is not such a system a standing libel upon the 
urtisans of this nation, and a bold proclamation of 
their unfitness for work, except under restraints 
humiliating to every freeman ? 
force military control and discipline over the me- 


chanics, for what other purpose is an Army officer | 


stationed there? 


education and habits give him any peculiar fitness | 


for the duties of a superintendent of a manufacture 
of arms. In what military school in this country 


is the manufacture of arms a branch of study? | 


In what encampment are they taught to judge of 
the quality of iron, of steel, of coal, and all the 
multifarious duties of the head of extensive work- 
shops like Harper’s Ferry and Springfield? To 
say, as has so often been said since theagitation of 
this subject, that those whose business it is to use 
armsare the men best qualified to superintend their 
manufacture, may well remind us of Dr. John- 
son’s criticism upon a line of poetry submitted to 
him, and which criticism he embodied in another 
line since become very familiar: 


**Who drives fat oxen should himself be fat.’ 


One conclusive view in opposition to the present 
system is that which Colonel Craig, now the head 
of the Ordnance Department, and General Church- 
ill, gave expression to in an official paper in 1841. 
They were selected by the Secretary of War to 
inspect thearmory at Harper’s Ferry, and amongst 
other matiers, to report their opinions upon the 
propriety of a change from the civil to the military 
superintendency. Without expressing any de- 





Has experience | 


Has | 


If it is not to en- | 


| commissions in these departments by the same tenure as 


| they do some act which-subjects them to a court-martial, 


| formance of the duties of which their character or habits || 


It is idle to say that his previous || 
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their little homesteads. They have married and in 
termarried, and formed their personal and local ma 
tachments. They have, as the head of the Ord. 
nance Department informs you, in his report of 
1851, acquired ‘‘a species of mechanical skil] and 
ingenuity which is chiefly and almost excl, 

| applied to the construction of articles requisite fo, 
national purposes.” ‘They have been invited by the 
policy of your Government to acquire fixed anq 





11, 
cided opinion upon the question submitted, they | 


to make a suitable selection.”’ And so it unques- | 
tionably does. Under the existing law, the Pres- | 
ident is restricted in the selection for these import- || 
ant posts toa few officers of ordnance, and de- | 
prived of the liberty of casting his eyes over the 
country, and selecting for these appointments the 
men best qualified to fill them with interest and 
advantage to the public service. If the law of || permanent residences about the armories. As a 
1842 had left it discretionary with the President || class, they are men of more than ordinary intel. 
to have appointed a civilian or an ordnance officer || ligence and information; distinguished for thei; 
as, in his judgment, the interests of the public || observance of law and order; exemplary citizens 
service would have been best promoted, it would |; with families to support. Some of the cleverest 
not have been so objectionable. But that would | men, in point of intellect, lofty and refined feelino 
not have suited the grasping spirit of the Ordnance | high inventive genius, pure morality, and exalted 
Bureau. They wished to have the enjoyment of || patriotism, whom I have known in that section of 
these posts vested in their own corps, to the ex- || country, have belonged to the corps of mechanics 
clusion of all competition, and they have for ten || at your national armory. I could name severa| 
years enjoyed that exclusive privilege. It is time || but I will refer, by name, to but one, the father of 
it should cease, and with it, the system of petty || the distinguished member from Missouri, {Mr 
restraints and annoyance which they introduced || Haty.] It is such men that you would drive from 
with themselves into the armories. |, their homes for the purpose of enforcing an odious 
Colonel Craig, in his recent argument addressed || and mistaken policy. Many of the best of these 
through the public papers to the members of this || men have to submit to your military system, be. 
cause they have homes that they cannot abandon, 


sively 


House, in replying to that portion of the report of | 
the Committee on Military Affairs which seeks to || families that they cannot see perish for the want of 
show that the superintendence of the national || food; still they abhor the system; the workmen 
armories is not proper duty for officers of the Army, || never have and never will become reconciled to jt: 
says: ** This is very true of a certain portion of | they have struggled against it, and they will con. 
‘ the officers of the Army; but the laws of the land || tinue to struggle against it. Discontent has pre. 
‘include in our Army other officers besides those || vailed at these establishments since the introduc. 
‘to lead and command the troops, and amongst || tion of the present system. The feeling may be 
‘those officers are those whose duty it is to pro- || smothered for a time, but it is ready, at every fa. 
‘ vide food, clothing, and shelter for the troops, to || vorable moment, to burst forth. Is it wise, ‘is it 
‘transport military supplies,’’ &c., alluding, of || proper, to continue a system, productive, as [ have 
course, to the officers of the Quartermaster’s and || shown, of no benefit to the country, and at war 
Commissary Departments. Now, whilst! cannot || with the sentiments and feelings of all upon whom 
concur that these are analogous cases, and whilst || it operates ? 
[ cannot regard such a defense as very compli- | Here the hammer fell.] 
mentary to the Ordnance Corps, I beg leave to call The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is 
the attention of the committee to a communication || on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
recently addressed by the present Secretary of || from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] to the amend- 
War to the Committee on Military Affairs of this || ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, 
House, in which he vehemently protests against || [Mr. Gorman.] 
those departments being any longer filled from Mr. STANLY. If the gentleman from Ala- 
the line of the Army. In this communication, || bama [Mr. Hovsron] does not want to consume 
bearing date 30th of March, 1852, Mr. Conrad || the hour to which he 1s entitled under the rules, | 
says: _ would be glad if he would allow me one half of it 
*“The Department, on its part, has omitted no precaution || to say what I have to say in answer to the speech 
hs Paes ee ae we || 6f the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Fauixnen.] 
alecmen oa elinve aa on calculated, in my sphaten, te jt think ut due to the public interest to say some- 
promote this object. They are required by law to be taken thing; and if the gentleman will not accede to my 


from the line of the Army, and the appointing power has | request, I shall have to avail myself of the five 
rarely any means of determining their fitness for the respon- || minutes rule. 


sible 3 0 se ‘ ents. 2 é ation | T 
- see ainnaeedene oa emia caiieaaae a danas Mr. HOUSTON. I donot propose to consume 
which are rather of a civil than a military character. Never- || the hour allotted to me under the rules. | have 
theless, these officers, when once appointed, hold their || heretofore declined such requests, believing that 
the rule confined the hour to the use of the mem- 
ber reporting the measure, and no one else; but 
as the decision has been otherwise, I have no ob- 
| jection to the gentleman occupying one half of my 
hour. 


that of their commissions in the Army itself; and unless 


or to be removed by the President, (a power rarely exer- 
cised,) they must be retained in a department, for the per- 


t > , 8 t , em. This evi > oO , are . . 
edied scleaen. ihe Meescunes Saahainaie ome Mr. STANLY. I feel it to be a duty incum- 
reflection as to the best mode of remedying the evil, and is || bent upon me asa Representative in the American 
prepared to submit its views to the committee, if it be its || Congress, to answer as briefly as I can the extraor- 
pleasure to receive them.” || dinary remarks of the gentleman from Virginia. 

So far, then, as the authority of the Secretary || I have not heard anything particularly new from 
of War is to be respected, Colonel Craig can de- || him. But we have had a new pamphlet laid upon 
rive no aid from the existing provisions in regard || our tables within the last few days, which con- 
to officers of the Quartermaster’s and Commissa- || tains the picture of the armories, got up with 4 
ry Departments; experience having demonstrated || great deal of labor, and a determination and spirit 
that it has been as unwise to expect the satisfac- || thatnobody buta Massachusetts Whig, descended 
tory discharge of those civil functions by officers || from the Puritans, a member of a State Legisla- 
of the Army, as experience will every day con- || ture, and who expects to be a candidate for reélec- 
tinue to demonstrate the same fact in regard to our || tion, could have commanded. 
national manufactories. || The gentleman from Virginia starts out by say- 

Sir,°we have been told that if these men are not || ing that the ‘* whole population”’ of his district 
content to live under the system of administration || are against military rule. Nodoubt of it, and that 
established by the Government, let them go else*|| accounts for his extraordinary zeal for its aboll- 
where and seek employment. Such taunts as these || tion. He has been returned are by the popular 
might well befit the supercilious lips of the head of || suffrage, and, I takeit for granted, from indications, 
an ordnance bureau, seeking to enlarge a power | that he is again a candidate for the seat which | 
which has forever vanished from his grasp, but || am glad to see him fill, on either side of politics, 
they come with a very bad grace from the repre- || or both. [Laughter.] I would ask whether he 
sentatives of the people, cer,ainly if they lnew | is a fair judge of the effect of this system, when his 
the men who are thus coldly and cruelly derided. || opinions are biased by that of the ‘* whole popu- 
The mechanics at your armories are not a wander- | lation’? of his district? It is very natural they 
ing band of artisans, traveling from State to State || should be biased. 
seeking employment. Many of them have been The gentleman next says, that the “ entire peo- 
at these establishments for years—some for thirty, | ple’? of our country are opposed to the military 
some forty, and some for fifty years. Their chil-| rule. Especially are they so in the *¢ Old Domin- 
dren have been trained from early life to some pe- || ion’’—especially are they so in the ‘‘ Old Bay 
culiar branch of the business. They have purchased || State””—two of the proudest States in this Union, 





amt 


Pir< 25? 





in- 

at. 

rd- 

of 

nd ' 
} 
: 


nd 















































































el. 
eir 
ns 
est 
id 
ed 


of 


of 


1 is 
an 
nd- 


na, 


f it 


ech 


ne- 
my 


five 


me 
ave 
hat 
m- 
but 
O0D- 


my 


ay- 
rict 
hat 
oli- 
lar 
ns, 
h I 
C8, 
he 
his 
pus 
ey 


} 
i 


Phage 


ry 
‘in- 
ay 


on, 


oe 
alas ee 


a 











1853. 


have a great deal to be proud of in thepast 
and something in the present. But the gentleman 
cays there isa “* principle” in this thing. Where 
js the principle? He did not tell us what it was. 
if lI understand the gentleman's idea as to a prin- 
ciple, it is this: that free white men in America 
ought not to work under asoldier. Take that 
rinciple to Springfield, and you will find that 
neither a white or black man ought to work under 
a soldier or civilian either, unless he pleases. 
Change the theater, and you will learn that some 
think it is not commendable to work at all; you 
find that the principle expands or narrows itself 
to suit the ‘* population’of the country.’’ Does 
not that principle apply to forts constructed under 
the direction of engineers? Does it not apply to 
military roads laid out under the supervision of 
the War Department? Does it not apply to the 
works now in progress under the act of Congress 
of last session, which are under the charge of the 
Topographical Bureau? Are not those works 
carried on under military superintendence? Why, 
sir, there are hundreds of works done in the coun- 
try under military supervision, which [ could-not 
specify in half an hour. 
‘But I confess I was pained to hear the honor- 
able and talented, the courteousand well-bred gen- 
tleman from Virginia—and I say it in no spirit of 
sarcasm—whose uniform courtesy is that of a 
gentleman in and out of this Hall—I say I was 
pained to hear him talking about the ** palaces and 
fine buildings *’ at Springfield. Now, sir, I am 
sorry to speak of the pamphlet to which I have 
adverted. Its author, | presume, is Mr. Charles 
Stearn, a stern man I have no doubt, who has 
probably some of the blood of the Puritans in him, 
and who would die at the stake for any principle 
or any shadow of principle he might take it into 
his head to assert. He would search a month for 
a principle, that he might valiantly fight for it for 
a day. He is a higher-law man, I dare say, in 
some of his notions about constitutional rights, 
principles, and privileges. His opposition to Col- 
onel Ripley is not at all surprising, as I shall pres- 
ently show ; but I repeat, such an appeal from the 
gentleman from Virginia pained me. Shall we 
have, hereafter, pictures showing what fine houses 
the President and his Secretaries live in? Shall 
we have them to show what fine buildings mem- 
bers of Congress have to transact their public 
businessin? Shall we hereafter have libelous pub- 
lications, ornamented or disgraced by pictures rep- 
resenting ** palaces”’ in which candidates for Con- | 
gress reside? What does it mean? Here is the 
picture to amuse children with, and to excite the 
prejudice of the House against an alleged extrava- 
gant expenditure of the public money. I shall 
speak of Mr. Stearn with respect, on account of 
his gray hairs. I cannot speak of him with dis- 
respect. I believe he is a Whig; I[ heard that he 
was, and I like him all the better for it—of course 
Ido. But I wish he had put on the opposite page 
a picture of the old building that had to be torn 
down because it was put up badly. He was em- 
ployed in erecting that old building, and did not 
use his materials to better advantage than he has 
in concocting this pamphlet. 

I wish I had time to amuse the committee by 
reading extracts from the report of the committee 
of inquiry called to investigate the charge made 
against Colonel Ripley. If I had time to read ex- 
tracts from that report, there are not a dozen mem- 
bers who heard them that would vote fora change 
of theexisting system. Mr. Charles Stearn was the 
man who was employed in putting up the old build- 
ing. Sworn witnesses testify that when Colonel 
Ripley took charge of the armory, the old build- 
ing was in a very bad condition. They swear 
that it would not bear a slate roof—that it was 
cracked. On examination it was found to be put 
up with soft brick, and with morter in cold weather. 
If Colonel Ripley was married when he was sent 
to Springfield—I do not know how that is, and 
have the honor of but a slight acquaintance with 
him—I think his wife’s friends should have pre- 
vented him from holding the place for fear that it 
would have fallen in and killed her and her chil- 
dren. A picture of that fine building is here, and 
itis taken from a publication which does honor to 
the country—Harper’s Magazine. It was put there 
to show what were our public buildings, but it is 
perverted by the polished gentleman from Virginia 
and the calm, cool, charitable Mr. Stearn, to stir || 
up & prejudice against an American institution! || 


which 


THE 


| gentleman that I have had no intimation from any- 
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Have I nota right to be surprised at the appeal 
the gentleman makes? He talks about palaces, 
gravel walks, fine buildings! Ogle referred to 
** gold spoons,’’ and no doubt the accomplished 
gentleman from the Old Dominion would have 
started with horror, if it had been predicted that he 
could ever descend to do such athing. In how 
much better taste his speech is, on ‘ palaces, 
gravel walks, and fine buildings,’’ I leave for 
others to say. A handsome, substantial house 
for the superintendents of our public armories is 
called a “ palace”’ in the pamphlet from which the 
gentleman borrowed his taste, if not his argument. 
It is ahandseme edifice, not an extravagant one, 
fitted for all time, and one which the Government 
ought to have. 

The gentleman says that he is going to war 
against this system ‘*‘forever.’’ These men are go- 
ing to war against it until it is abolished. There 
it 18; war to the knife against this system, whether 
it works well or whether it works ill. The old 
Puritans of Massachusetts and the Cavalier blood 
of the South are warring against principle, and 
they are going to war against it because there is 
a soldier to rule over white men in a military es- 
tablishment. They are going to war against it, 
whether arms are made better and cheaper under 
it or not, until it is abolished. That is the spirit. 
The gentleman says that he represents no private || te ate ; - . 1 2 
interest in this spateet I do ma suppose that he || rae wae ae ar ee) ee Ripley , 
does, though he is not above them more than the || pow seal et peg aS Snir? m Me FRY. RRA 
rest of us. He will not assume that to himself. and ~~ ee It is Whee 
He represents the opinions of his constituents—the i oe R, opengl a eae ah ae rire — 
voters; and, if it would not be deemed uncivil, | | ~° one ” tipley went. eee tae vane Capes shows, 
would be glad for him to tell me how many aspir- || he was *‘ hooted”’ at in the streets, he was assailed 
ants he knows of that want the superintendency || °° he walked along, and he hal called ** that old 
sen dein Dineen nee | military devil,’? and a ** W est. Point Nero. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 1 will frankly answer the || He had absolutely to arm himself for protection. 

| He did not seek the place, but he went there by 
| the orders of his Government. The pringiple- 
my head. loving gentlemen of Springfield sent petitions to 
the General Government, and to the Administra- 


Mr. STANLY. If the gentleman has not, I || . 
have no doubt that he will have several intima- || "» and a court of inquiry Wen had. tae at 
tieaenah. laithnn oham. abin Demcsneen iniold I the opinion and finding of this court of inquiry, 
ensual to-entiiletbias'to Demnscratio- confidence. || = approved by W ukins, in his t me, by 
And I shrewdly suspect that he has picked out || * far + Pr i gery: Polk, Colonel Bell, and 
the worthy man in his own mind, wha is to fill || “YSTYPOY who had anything to do with i A 
this comfortable office. Honest gentlemen, who court composed = eee my character—General 
talk about this fine house, would consent, I have Wool, Colonel N.S. Clarke, MajorS. Cooper, as- 
no doubt, to go to Springfield and occupy it. It || sistant adjutant general—examined all the charges 
has comfortable apartments. It is an easy place, || against Colonel mipey and declared that he had 
with a salary of $1,300 or $1,400. When a | been actuated by ‘‘ honest purposes and an en- 
thousand or more dollars is added by the Com- || . lightened zeal for the public interest; and, by his 

| mittee of Conference, it will be a comfortable || _ Samanintredive eapetey, he Rad enforced. order 
place for a Massachusetts man, og a first-famil (and seemred coatiomyyand that, in achieving etch 

4 


“ Anewer. 
* Question, 


Yes, very. 
Please state its origin as far as you can. 

“ Answer. As faras I know, Whigs came into power 
in 1840, and of course never had any offices. We wanted 
a chance at some. We meant to have one of our men su 
perintendent of the armory, and, of course, we did not like 
Major R. coming in bere to interfere with that business. 
Therefore, Major R. in the first place encountered political 
hostility,’’ &e., &c., Ke. 


Again he says: 


** When Major R. first came here, he had been hooted at 
in the streets; he bad been provoked by ws all ; has en- 
countered a storm of opposition from the time he came 
here.” 


— 


| He says further: 


**T have heard boys going by his house stop and heot and 
insult the ‘old military devil,’ and such like language.’*)} 
For the sake of argument, I will say they were 
as greedy for office as the gentleman’s friends may 
be now. It was said that Mr. Van Buren and his 
friends had these offices, and it was complained 
that when General Harrison came into power, 
| Colonel Bell unjustly held the friends of the Ad- 
ministration out of them. He deserves a monu- 
| ment from Congress for that—as we have the dis- 
position to erect monuments this session. N oone 
will say this Congress has deserved any monu- 
| ment for what we have done. Colonel Bell turned 
| a deaf ear to the solicitations of his political friends, 
and that was the reason of the outery of Mr. 


body in regard to that matter. It never entered 


gentleman in the district my friend represents. nets tate a 
will be taken care of as soon as the 4th of March || ,.°¢ 4, cs 1 ho P “a RP ete soa i, ry a 
arrives, I reckon. | 5 lly ane ne oi, ny acqu ed = 1e@ enat ges, 
My friend says that the civil institution has | Weacl, Clarke ead Sede! ten Ee 
come down to us from the time of Washington. || sa alten teu: elias hen mehaedas Saad Vir. 
Itistime-honored and hallowed by length of years. P S ' 
When did he, in his new rage for progress, get || 
| fond of old institutions? The Bank of the United || 
States was an old institution. It came down from || 
the time of Washington, was chartered in his ad- || 


ginia borrowed, censures this court as not being 
an ‘* impartial tribunal!’’ If any man doubts the 
Lee of the civil superintendency, he is a 

Nero, lives in a palace, and opposed to principle. 

Mr. WILCOX. Mr. Chairman, if the honor- 
able gentleman from North Carolina willgive way 
| fora moment. The gentleman from Virginia, in 


ministration, and approved by him. It lasted 
twenty years, and Mr. Madison, under oath, ap- 
oved of it. Does my friend want to go back to || 74 
a i wees i ik ise Wash- || the course of his speech, alluded to the remarks I 
that because it Is time-honored, and because W ash- || Staines Marten Minit abies thie Pere 
| ington and other great men of Virginia approved || SU) ™itted @ few Gays ago Upon fhis proposition, 
of it? Not he ¢ io against the weight of in@a- |i and charges me with saying that 1 opposed it from 
eninbicxes ainst the Sielon of the “ whale endian the fact that the advocates of the change are radi- 
ion? a his district 8 Pop cals. If my recollection serves me, I used no such 


: 
Mr. FAULKER here made a remark entirely || language. I will now give the reasons why I op- 
toahiile at the Reporter’s joan y posed the change. Charges and complaints against 


> eae . p 4 | the military superintendencies, similar to those 
| Mr.STANLY. My friend in his progress to- ; on 
wards radicalism, in ia oppeaition to culecii and saad pei ae aia nen, ene oe 
gravel walks, will, l fear, soon forget his former self, || ote teeaanesition, 1 will hers 7.50 she denial 
and go ahead of the Young Giant, General Cass, - E hes 4 4TH 
or the Democratic Review. The gentleman spoke | 
| of some civil office. I did not hear what he said | 
about that, and cannot, therefore, comment on it. | 
| Here is the whole truth about this, Mr. Chair- || the manufacture of arms, to ee of the poblic in 
man: Mr. Dwight, who was a witness for Mr. || rest. That he has indulged . a 7 Of the inet 
| . i . } ; f | unnecessary and vranton harshness in the treatment of 
an eat a ae in ae atee OF || armorers, t.nd contempt of the distressed situation to which 
olone ipjey, Says (on page of the report he has reduced them. 
of the court-martial, Senate document, first ses- || _“ 2d. Thet he has hans eset and faithful 
: ni | citizens from the night-watcn, and placed the public stores 
non Twenty ninth Congtess, No. 344—I cannot and property in charge, by night, of irresponsible: and reck 
read it for want of time) that when the Whigs || jess foreigners, and furnished them with muskets, 
came into power in 1840, they wanted the office. with powder and ball cartridges, to the great annoyance 
[Here is the extract referred to by Mr. Sranty: 
“ Mr. Dwight was asked, ‘ Was there not a very general 


and repeated jeopardy to life of peaceful citizens in the pub 
| lie highway. 

opposition to the new system and to Major Ripley when he 

first came here ?? 


** Ist. That he has discharged great numbers of skillful, 
efficient, and worthy artisans from employment without 
just cause, thereby causing much distress to numerous fam- 
ilies, and enbstituted other hands totally unacquainted with 


loaded 


ent, particularly in neglecting to visit the most important 


| 
} “ 3d. That he has disregarded the duties of superintened- 
i divisions of the armory for many months togewWwer 








oid 


“ 4th. That, for two years, he permitted a deterioration 
in the quality of the arms manufactured 5 W hile, at the same 
time, he greatly increased the cost of the manufacture. 

“5th. That he bas neglected to take proper care of pub 
lic property in bis charge, particularly of finished arms in 
the arsenal. through which neglect many have been seri 
ously damaged, and the Government subjected to expense 
and loss. 

“6th. That he has used#deception and fraud with the 
Government in procuring an order in pursuance of which 
a spacious and valuable edifice, erected a few years since 
as quarters fer the superintendent, and used as such, has 
been totally demolished by him, though the site was not 
wanted for other buildings, and several other dwelling- 
houses of less value pulled down and otherwise disposed of. 

‘7th. That he has charged the United States, and re 
ceived commutation for quarters for nearly five years, when 
several expensive and elegant houses, erected and finished 
for officers’ quarters, some six years since, have been al- 
lowed to stand unoccupied 

“th. That he has made extravagant, prodigal, and 
wasteful expenditures of the public money, particularly in 
building a magnificent palace for his own residence, which, 
when completed on the plan adopted, with the preparation 
and projected embellishments of the ground, will cost the 
United States a far greater sum than has been expended on 
the most costly private residence in this section of the 
country. Also in constructing gravel walks, at a cost of 
some thousands of dollars, which are entirely unnecessary 
for the purposes of the armory, and in any event can be of 
little use. Also in purchasing sundry houses and tracts of 
lands, totally useless to the Government for any legitimate 
purposes of the armory, and at prices far above their real 
and market value, and without authority of any existing 
luw. The enumeration of particulars in this connection 
might be much extended. 

‘¢ 9th. That he has wantonly encroached on. the rights 
of the town of Springfield, by fencing up and obstructing 
public highways, to the great inconvenience of the citizens. 

* 10th. That he has encroached on the rights of indi- 
vidual citizens by fencing in their grounds, and otherwise 
incumbering them with nuisances. 

“Lith. That he has committed wrong and oppression on 
an individual citizen unconnected with the armory, by pro- 
curing iis arrest and trial before a distant tribunal on a pre- 
tended criminal charge, thereby subjecting said citizen to 
very great expense and trouble in detending bimselfin said 
suit. Also, that he has committed oppression and wrong 
on seven other citizens, by a similar vexatious prosecution, 
obliging them to defend themselves before a distant tribunal 
on a charge of a pretended criminal act, at a cost which 
said individuals were wholly unable to meet. Also, that 
he has committed oppression and wrong on a religious 
society, which had purchased a lot on which to erect a 
church, by taking measures manifestly and avowedly to 
drive said society to the necessity of abandoning their de- 
sign of erecting a ehurch on said lot. 

‘19th. That he has been oppressive and tyrannical in 
discharging armorers from employment, refusing to assign 
any reason for the act, and then using his official influence 
with private manufacturers to prevent said discharged 
armorers from obtaining employment elsewhere. 

* 13th. That he has interfered with the public press, and 
with the right« of workmen, by threats of discharge to arm- 


_THE 





enables the court to pronounce, and it does pronounce, an 
opinion that Major James W. Ripley, superintendent of 
this armory, is acquitted fully and honorably of all the 
charges exhibited against him.” 


This decision of the court was sent to the Pres- 


‘ident of the United States for his approval or re- 


jection. After having read the charges and testi- 
mony in the cause, he speaks as follows: 
WasHInGTon, April 9, 1846. 
I have examined the proceedings of the court of inquiry 
in the case of Major Jawes W. Ripley, of the Ordnance 
Department, and approve the ‘‘findings and opinion”? of the | 


} 


| court, and they are hereby approved and confirmed. 


| part, for opposing the change. 


JAMES K. POLK. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, you have my reasons, in 


‘ I am one of those 
who believe that Mr. Polk was always right, and 


}am unwilling to reflect upon his memory by say- 


| departments. 


ing that he was wrong. Mr. Polk says, by his 
decision, that the military superintendency, by its 
administrative capacity, has enforced order and 
insured economy in all its various branches and 
With such backing I am content. 
But again, sir, in 1842 a committee from civil life, 
consisting of Charles Davies, John Chase, and 
Daniel Tyler, were appointed to inquire into the | 


| Springfield armory, under civil superintendency, 


orers if they persisted in taking one of the newspapers pub- | 


lished in the neighborhood of the armory.”’ 


Now, sir, if these charges had been true, Major 
Ripley should have been cashiered, and would 
have received,as he justly merited, the condemna- 
tion and execration of all honorable men. But, 
sir, what are the facts? Mr. Polk ordered a court 
of inquiry to assemble at Springfield. Charges 
and specifications were preferred against Major 
Ripley; a lawyer employed to prosecute him; wit- 
nesses were sworn and examined; several days 


spent in the investigation; and to what conclusion | 


did the court arrive? Hereé it is: 


“© Final Remarks.—The court, during the investigation, 
observed with pain, that several witnesses showed how 
little confidence could be placed in their testimony, by 
their manner, their tone, their reluctance, and in some 
cases their refusal to answer questions, by evasive answers 
in some instances, and by palpable contradictions in others. 
It refrains from specifying names, because, where a whole 
community appears to have lost, in a universal prevalence 
of excitement and misconceptions, its propriety, it would 
seem to be invidious, and perhaps harsh, to subject indi 
viduals to animadversions which, with the exception that 
some have uttered opinions and made declarations in a 
graver form than others, are perhaps equally deserved by 
all; particularization on this behalf would probably affect 
persons whose standing in society may have been good, 
and who, in reality, have testified under impressions and 
influences that have been fully participated in by their 
neighbors and acquaintances. 

** In remarking upon the manner, tone, reluctance, and 
evasiveness of some witnesses in the case, it will now add 
its opinion that much testimony was vague ; so much so as 
to leave an impression on the mind that witnesses meant 
eoncealment, or were so operated upon by doubts of the 
aceuracy of their previously-formed opinions and percep 
tions, as insensibly produced in their minds a blindness to 
its real bearing. 

“ Finally, in the opinion of the court, the accused, in his 
administration of the affairs of the armory, has been actu- 
ated by honest purposes and an enlightened zeal for the 
public interest; and, by his administrative capacity, he 
has enforced order, and insured economy; and that, in 
achieving such purposes, he has not in any degree op- 
pressed any person or persons. By an examination of the 
establishment made by the court, there appears to be a 
due observance of order, regularity, efficiency, and econ- 
omy, in ail its various departments and branches. 

«* An attentive and patient investigation of the charges 


| regular hours were established for labor. 





| irregular hours, by those who are employed by the piece, 


who reported as follows: 


** Tt was a matter of surprise to the Board to find that no 
Every mechanic, 
working by the piece, js permitted to go to his work at any 
hour he chooses, and to leave off athis pleasure. In some 
instances the machinery at the water shops has been kept | 
running for the accommodation of asingle mechanic ; and 
in most of the visits of the Board, though madein hours | 
usually devoted to labor, these shops were found nearly de- | 
serted. The reading of newspapers during the ordinary 


| hours of labor appears to be so common a practice as not to 


be deemed improper; for, in several instances, the reading | 
was continued even during the inspection of the Board. 
“The practice of commencing and leaving off work at 


is, in the opinion of the Board, attended with serious evils. | 
It leads to greatirregularity in the hours of labor, and oper- | 
ates as a strong motive to dispatch the work of the dayin 

the shortest time possible, often to the injury of the work | 
itself, and not untrequently to that of the health of the me- | 


| chanic.”’ 


*. * * a * * * 


“ First. It appears that men have been absent from their | 


shops several days ina month, and yet have been able to 
earn from $50 to $60 ; and it was the opinion of the inspect- 
ors, that, at some branches, from $70 to $100 per month 
might be earned by a mechanic working ten hours a day. 
For example: one man worked fourteen days, and turned 
in $41 worth of work; two others, who were absent two 
weeks, or certainly ten working days, turned in work, re- 
spectively, to the amount of $44 and $49. ‘It also appears, 


that one man who was absent an entire month, yet turned | 


in work to the amount of 830, which work was doubtless 
executed by another individual, who himself received full 
wages. There appears to be no reason to doubt thata work- 


man, on some of the branches, may be absent one fourth of | 


his time, and y@t make upa full month’s work, without la- 
boring longer than ten hours a day. 

** Secondly. It appears thatan opinion prevails among the 
workmen that their monthly earnings ought not to appear 
too large on the pay roll; and, to avoid such a result, work 
is transferred from one to another, or kept back at the end 
of the month; and this has been done with the knowledge 
of the inspectors, though in direct violation of the regula- 
tions of the armory. These facts show a general looseness 
in the management of the armory, which could not exist in 
a private, and ought net to be permitted in a public estab- 
lishment.”’ 


Again, sir: 
“The Board have witnessed with regret the exercise of a 


place, in the affairs and management of the armory. It is 
an influence growing out of the feeling that the establish- 
ment is a local one, and should be managed with reference 
to the interests of the town. Such an influence will al- 
ways be adverse to the interests of the Government, which 
can only be properly protected by regarding the establish- 
ment inits national character, and keeping it under the im- 


mediate control of the War Department. ”’ 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Now, Mr. Chairman, after tendering my thanks 
to the honorable gentleman from North Carolina, 
I will conclude by sayings that I feel perfectly jus- 
tified in the course | have pursued, having been 
sustained by two courts of inquiry—one from 
civil and one from the military—indorsed by the 
lamented Polk. 

Mr. STANLY. 
from Mississippi [Mr. Witcox] for referring to 
that part of the proceedings, for I might have for- 
gotten it. 


entirely inaudible to the Reporter. 
Mr. STANLY. There were two or three civil- 
ians sent there, and they reported the same thing. 


but the handbills in his district; he has not exam- 
ined the public documents as I have. 
Mr. WILCOX. I have got reports from civil- 


presented by the memortalists, with the most untiring zeal, |) 1ans. 


strong local influence, by the citizens and press of this | 


I am obliged to my friend | 
Mr. INGERSOLL made an inquiry, which was 


The gentleman will find that he has read nothing | 


he examined this matter and approved Colo, 
Ripley’s conduct. This pamphlet, to which ally. 








CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. STANLY. Mr. Polk was a civilian, ang 


sion has been made, and which the gentleman 


from Virginia has dignified by his notice 


213 One 


of the most abusive pamphlets I ever saw from » 
northern State—(for the people there generally 
claim to be more mild in their expressions ths, 
the southern people are, more to their credit, and 


more to our shame, too, if this be true; if this 


publication is a fair specimen, their claim wil] p,, 


| be allowed.) 
| pamphlet about these armories, endeavoring to 


It is a most abysive, uncharital|. 


excite prejudice against them. The gentlemay 


| talked about the ‘* genius of the American people,” 
| 1 will not say how far my friend is cultivating the 
| genius which he thinks will enable him to ryy 
| with the people. 
goes. 


Let him take care how far hp 
He has not beén playing upon this key 


long, and he may go furtherthan he intends. [Hy 


is not at home in his present position; he has no: 
been long in his present ‘‘ stripe’’ of politics, and 
1 fear he may cultivate too diligently the ‘ genius” 
which American politicians have, of being on the 


| strong side—a going with the ‘‘ entire population,” 


In his tirade against military men, the gentleman 
spoke of the despotisms of Europe. I thought he 
was going on to say that we ought not to haye 
guns, er cannon, or books from Europe, because 
the first ones were brought from Europe by our 
forefathers, and that we should have nothing from 
Europe, either good or bad. It is submitting to 
an European despotism, according to the gentle 
man’s idea, so we ought not to have armories, be- 
cause the despots of Europe have them. The 
gentleman from Virginia refers to the pamphlet, 
when he speaks of the expenditure. It is said 
that figures will not lie. I do not apply that word 
to the author of this pamphlet, of whom individ- 
ually | wish to say nothing harsh. I only wish 
to comment on the bowie-knife spirit of those who 
compiled and published the libelous matter in it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Have I referred to that 
pamphlet, or any pamphlet at all ? 

Mr. STANLY. My friend gives the figures 
from 1822 to 1839, and from 184] to 1851, as nearly 
as I could understand him, and the same statement 
is given on page fifteen of the pamphlet with the 
palace picture in it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
ments. 

Mr. STANLY. This pamphlet professes to 
copy from the “ official documents.’’ I referred 
to the common saying that figures cannot Jie; some 
shrewd fellow said once that nothing could lie as 
well in the proper hands. I repeat, I do not impute 
that to the author of this pamphlet; but let any one 
look at page fifteen, where he gives his statements, 
and see how cunningly he divides the years. He 


I referred to official docu- 


| takes very good care, after the system was changed 


in making muskets, to put those years in which 
the cost of making them was the highest within 
the last ten years, and then makes an average 
He suppresses the reason of the increase of cost, 
probably from tender regard for some former civ! 
superintendent. That is the sort of evidence 
which the gentleman from Virginia gives us when 
he talks about figures and facts from official docu- 
ments. The picture pamphlet, full of mistakes, 
professes to have been copied from ‘* official doc- 
uments.”’ 

The gentleman from Virginia spoke of affidavi's 
having been made to sustain his statements. | 
believe all I have stated is supported by evidence 
on oath, and by statements of men of high char 
acter, educated in the public service, with integrity 
never impeached, until Whigs, I regret to say, 
wanted the office of civil superintendents. | speak 
of such men as Colonels Churchill, Craig, Ripley, 
and Magruder, and others. I refer again to Set- 
ate Document No, 344, Twenty-ninth Congres, 
first session, which I hold in my hand, and have 
not time to read from. It was sent to the Senate 
and ordered to be printed May 14th, 1846. 0 
page 189 of that report, Colonel Ripley refers ‘ 
the testimony of Fate Magruder, ‘* which 
|‘ shows that under the present system there /ias 
| * been saved to the Government $205,334 57, beinz 
| § $51,333 64 annually during Ripley’s superi’ 
| *tendence, and amounting to nearly the whole psy 
| ‘and allowancee of all the officers of the Ordnance 





| 


‘ Corps,”’ &c., &c. These documents the polished 
gentleman, opposed to palaces, has not conde- 
scended to examine. 











































































































































